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LANCASHIRE & YORKSHIRE ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE COMPANY, Ltn. 
HEAD OFFICE: 30, BROWN STREET, MANCHESTER. 


Established 1877. Capital, £200,000. 


This COMPANY’S GUARANTEE BONDS are accepted by 
H.M. COURTS OF CHANCERY and BOARD OF TRADE, and by 
all Departments of H.M. Government. 
MORTGAGE and DEBENTURE INSURANCE. 

The ‘CLIMAX ’’ POLICY of the Company provides against 
ACCIDENTS —ILLNESS— PERMANENT DISABLEMENT, &c. 
Capital Sums Assured under the Policy are added to annually under a 
CUMULATIVE BONUS SCHEME. 











Policies are also issued indemnifying Employers in relation to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Acts, 1897-1900, the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
and at Common Law, and Public Liability (Third Party) Risks. 

R. KENNEDY MITCHELL, Manager and Secretary. 


COUNTY FIRE OFFICE. 


FOUNDED 1807. 
50, REGENT ST., W., anv 14, CORNHILL, E.C., LONDON. 


THE PREMIUM INCOME of this Office is derived from Home Business only, no 
foreign risks being undertaken. . 
THE RETURN SYSTEM of the Country Firr Orrice offers an important advantage 
on Ordinary Insurances to Policyholders who continue insured in the Office: 
FORMS OF PROPOSAL and full particulars as to Rares and the Apvanraces offered 
by the “ County ” may be obtained upon application. 
B. E, RATLIFFE, Secretary. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS X 


Xx In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenantsinclude a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 
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FUNDS - - = = "5 $4,400,000 
INCOME - - + = + £600,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - £ 2,000,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE -~— - $16,000,000 


Tut PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovr Prorrrs. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 
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£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 


According to last results. 
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The New Bencher of the Middle Temple. 

THE ELECTION of Mr. CuoaTe as an Honorary Bencher of the 
Middle Temple might have been more graceful if it had not been 
delayed so long as to deprive the new bencher of the practical 
benefit of his office; but it is an eminently commendable depar- 
ture from the general practice by which the election as benchers 
of persons not belonging to the legal profession or the judicial 
bench has been confined to members of the Royal family. The 
Middle Temple has had an honorary bencher in Lord Robertson, 
but we are not aware of any election of a non-British lawyer 
as an honorary bencher. Although M. Bearyzr was, like Mr. 
CuoarE, entertained at dinner by the bar of England, and a 
deputation from the Inns of Court attended his funeral, no Inn 
seems to have dreamt of placing him on its bench. The recent 
=" is a symbol of the fraternity of the English and American 

ars. 


The Death of Lord St. Helier. 

Ir 1s much to be regretted that Lord Sr. Herter did not live 
long to enjoy his well-earned peerage. Notwithstanding 
his failing health, which often interrupted his judicial duties 
and somewhat impaired his effectiveness in the discharge of 
them, the distinguishing qualities of his mind and character 
were such as would have added both grace and utility to 
the House of Lords. His personal dignity, his sobriety and 
detachment of mind, his social enthusiasm and personal 
popularity with all parties would have opened for him there a 
sphere of influence, at any rate in social legislation, which 
might have been very far-reaching and would not have required 
any marked robustness of physical strength. Probably no 
subject requires more urgently the attention of the Legislature 
than the careful and thoughtful recasting of the marriage 
laws of the United Kingdom, not only in the direction 
of uniformity, but also in that of radical improvement. In 
no other civilized country, we believe, is it possible for 
boys and girls to ruin themselves by improvident binding 
marriages without the consent of either parents or guardians, 
subject only to ludicrously inadequate penalties upon Rensdien 
or others conniving with them. The presence in the Legislature 
of a man of Sr. Hexrer’s wide and deep experience, with 
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to bring this and kindred questions to the front, in spite of the 
fact that they offer no grist to the mill of party politicians. On 
such subjects his words would have commanded the greatest 
attention. There can be no more fitting end to a great judge 
than that he should devote his experience of-the law to its 
amendment and improvement: and it was natural to anticipate 
that it would be in this direction, rather than of further judicial 
labours, that the activity of Lord St. Hetrer would have shewn 
itself in Parliament. But that is not to be, and we must be 
content with his record as a judge. No greater tribute to this 
can be given than his influence upon his colleagues on the bench, 
as evidenced by the words spoken in the courts by them on the 
occasion of his death. We would particularly refer to the 
appreciation of his qualities in this respect, given, both feelingly 
and eloquently, by his successor, Sir Gorett Barnes. After such 
a tribute, spoken en connaissance de cause, it would be impertinent 
for others to say more. 


A Forty Years’ Title. 

IN a LETTER which we print elsewhere a correspondent calls 
attention to the risk which a purchaser incurs who is content to 
accept less than a forty years’ title. ‘‘It is well settled,” said 
Farws1t, J., in the recent case of Re Nisbet and Potts’ Contract 
(53 W. R. 297; 1905, 1 Ch., p. 400), in a passage to which our 
correspondent refers, ‘‘ that a purchaser is bound to inquire into 
the title to the land offered to him by his vendor, and will be 
affected with notice of all that he would have ascertained if he 
had made proper inquiries, whether his abstention from inquiry 
is due to voluntary waiver or waiver under contract.” And, as 
was decided in Patman v. Harland (29 W.R. 707, 17 Ch. D. 358), 
the rule is the same where a lessee is debarred from inquiring 
into his lessor’s title by the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874. 
Thst Act lays down certain rules which are to regulate the 
relation of vendor and purchaser, but the application of these 
is ‘subject to any stipulation to the contrary in the contract”; 
ard hence, when a purchaser or lessee waives, by virtue of the 
statutory rules, any rights in regard to inquiry into title which 
he would otherwise possess, the result is exactly the same as if 
he had contracted not to exercise such rights. “If,” said 


Jesszt, M.R., in Patman v. Harland, “the lessee had formerly 
expressly bargained to take a lease without looking into thelessor’s 
title, the lessee would have been bound by constructive notice, 
and now, if the lessee says nothing, it is exactly the same as 
if formerly he had bargained expressly not to look into the 
lessor’s title.” In other words, it is not to be taken that the rules 
introduced by the Vendor and Purchaser Act have received 


statutory sanction. They are enacted as the ordinary rules for 
governing the relations of the parties, but the purchaser takes 
them at his own risk. It is for him to say whether in the 
particular transaction they ought to be excluded. It may be noticed 
that the general rule as to the liability of a purchaser was laid 
down by Turner, LJ., in Wilson v. Hart (L. R. 1 Ch., p. 467): 
‘“‘Generally speaking, a purchaser or mortgagee is bound to 
inquire into the title of his vendor or mortgagor, and will be 
affected with notice of what appears on the title if he does not 
so inquire.” 


Recital of Seisin in Fee. 


THe REsvLT of the rule that a purchaser is bound to inquire 
into the title for the full legal period or be affected with notice 
of what he would discover on such inquiry, is that a purchaser 
runs a risk if he accepts a title for less than forty years. “If,” 
said Nortu, J.,in Re Cox and Neve’s Contract (39 W. R. 412; 
1891, 2 Ch., p. 118), ‘‘a purchaser chooses to take property with 
a thirty-eight years’ title, without going any further back, he 
has, in my opinion, constructive notice of that which he would 
have actually known if he had required a forty years’ title to be 
shewn, and had investigated the title during that period. And 
when I say a forty years’ title, I mean a title deduced for forty 
years, and for so much longer as it is necessary to go back in order 
to arrive at a point at which the title can properly commence. . . . 
It must commence at or before the forty years with something 
which is in itself, or which it is agreed shall be, a proper root 
of title.” In Lolton v. London School Board (7 Ch. D. 766) a 
decision was given by Mauins, V.C., which apparently had the 


chaser Act, 1874, recitals of facts contained in deeds twenty 
years old are, “unless and so far as they shall be proved to be 
inaccurate,” sufficient evidence of the truth of such facts. 
Hence, reasoned the Vice-Chancellor, when a deed of the 
required age contains a recital that a predecessor in title 
of the vendor was seized in fee, this proves the title 
at that date, and it is unnecessary to carry the investiga- 
tion further back. The decision, as our correspondent 
observes, has been generally disapproved—see, for instance, 
Dart’s Vendor and Purchaser (7th ed.), p. 162, note 
(7), where it is described as a decision not likely to be 
followed—and it is difficult to see how the provision as to recitals 
in the Vendor and Purchaser Act can exempt the vendor from 
the duty of producing the full title for the forty years. The 
efficacy of the recital as evidence is not absolute, and the 
purchaser is entitled to have the full abstract before him in order 
to test the sufficiency of the recital. A vigorous argument 


on Vendor and Purchaser, vol. 1, p. 109, note (¢). It would, 
perhaps, be unnecessary to raise a test case to shew, as our 
correspondent suggests, that itis not to be accepted aslaw. And 
the general tendency to take titles of less than forty years is 
probably not based upon that decision. With regard to pur- 
chases by trustees, reference should be made to section 8 (3) of 
the Trustee Act, 1893, which expressly permits trustees to accept 
a shorter title than forty years, “if in the opinion of the court the 
title accepted be such as a person acting with prudence and 
caution would have accepted.” 


Payment of Costs by Married Women. 


For THE purpose of throwing costs payable by a married woman 
upon property which is subject to restraint upon anticipation it is 
necessary to shew that the action or proceeding has been 
instituted by her. ‘‘In any action or proceeding’’—so runs 
section 2 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1893—“ now 
or hereafter instituted by a woman the court . 
shall have jurisdiction by judgment or order from time to time 
to order payment of the costs of the opposite party out of 
property which is subject to a restraint on anticipation.” It has 
been held that, where a married woman is defendant in an 
action, the word “‘ proceeding” cannot be applied to a single step 
taken by her in the action so as to enable the plaintiff to get the 
costs of that step out of her separate estate subject to restraint on 
anticipation. Consequently, where, in such an action, the 
married woman prosecutes an unsuccessful appeal, an order 
cannot be made under the section. ‘‘ If we were to hold,” said 
Lord Herscuett in Hood Barrs v. Heriot (45 W. R. 507; 1897, 
A. ©. 177), ‘that an appeal presented by a married woman is a 
‘ proceeding instituted’ by her, then I do not think it would be 
possible to avoid holding that any proceeding taken by a 
married woman in the course of an action against her 
would be a ‘ proceeding’ within the meaning of the section.” 
This would mean that in an action against a married woman 
each step might be subject to a separate order as to the inci- 
dence of costs. This, Lord Herscnztn observed, was not in- 
tended. ‘The words ‘in any action or proceeding instituted’ 
refer to an action or some other litigation initiated by the 
married woman. Unless the proceeding is one which initiates 
litigation, it seems to me that itis not a ‘proceeding’ within 
the true intent and meaning of the section.” These remarks 
applied to a case where the married woman was defendant, and 
they shew that the section does not apply to single steps taken 
by her in a litigation which she did not initiate. But they 
do not appear to save her separate estate as regards any 
steps taken where she is the originator of the proceedings. In 
the recent case of Dresel v. Ellis (538 W. R. 353; 1905, 1 K. B. 
574) a married woman applied unsuccessfully for a new trial of 
an action in which she was plaintiff. It was, contended in the 
Court of Appeal that the action came to an end when judgment 
was signed, and that there was no ‘‘ proceeding” instituted by 
the married woman within the meaning of the section. Tho 
contention, however, did not find favour. The appeal was in 
fact a stage or proceeding in an action commenced by the 
married woman, and there was jurisdiction to make an order for 
payment of the costs out of her separate estate notwithstanding 





effect in —r cases of reducing tu something over twenty years 
the title which could be required, Under the Vendor and Pur- 


the restraint on anticipation. 





against the correctness of the decision will be found in Williams © 


oe 


— 


. aw es heh He ot OS SO 


April 15, 1905. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


(Vol. 49.) 411 








eet aaa of the Workmen’s Compensation 
cts. 

A Brit to amend the Workmen’s Compensation Acts has been 
introduced in the House of Lords. It proposes to carry into 
effect many of the improvements suggested in the report made 
last summer by the Departmental Committee which was 
appointed to inquire into the law relating to compensation for 
' jnjuries to workmen. Some very important suggestions of the 
committee do not, however, appear in this Bill. The committee 
recommended that seamen should be brought under the Act. 
It is hardly necessary to point out what a very serious 
step this would be, and how it might greatly prejudice 
British shipping. Therefore, we think it wise to have omitted 
seamen—at all events until further inquiry is made. into the 
probable effects of including them. Another proposal of the 
committee which has not been adopted is the increase of the 
maximum compensation in case of death from £300 to £500. 
Nor does the Bill give effect to the suggestion that the medical 
referee should be a public officer paid by salary and precluded 
from private practice. If it becomes law, however, the Bill 
will vastly improve the Act of 1897, and will very consider- 
ably extend it. We think it is most unfortunate that 
the alteration in the law should be made by way of amendment 
at all. It would be very much better to repeal the existing 
Acts altogether and pass a new Act. In regard to this Bill the 
authorities have taken the unusual course of publishing the exist- 
ing Acts with the parts which it is proposed to repeal printed in 
erased type, and the proposed additions in italics. This 
is a most useful publication for readily giving an idea 
of the suggested changes. A glance at it, however, 
shews clearly how much better a new Act would be than 
an amending Act. Of course the greatest point of interest 
is to see how the circle of persons to whom the principle of com- 
pensation applies has been enlarged. It is to applyto employment 
on or about a tramway as well as a railway, and both words are 
to include every station and siding of the railway or tramway. 
Those employed in ‘‘ workshops” are put on the same footing 
as those employed in factories, and the benefits of compensation 
are extended to employment in smithies, in the care of horses 
and locomotives, and in the business of a carrier of goods or 
passengers either by land or inland navigation. 


Great pirricutry has been found in construing in a satisfactory 
manner the expression ‘‘about”’ a factory, mine, or engineering 
work, and very contradictory decisions have been given. Now 
“about” is explained, so that a man is within the benefit of the 
Act who is injured about the business of his employer but away 
from the premises, provided that his absence from the premises 
was due to the nature of his employmeng,at the time of the 
accident. Another great source of trouble to the courts is to 
disappear along with the famous “scaffolding.” The restriction 
of the Act to buildings which exceed thirty feet in height 
is also to disappear, and in the future the principle of 
compensation is to apply to employment ‘on or in 
or about a building which is being constructed, altered, 
repaired, decorated, or demolished.” The very ambiguous 
word ‘‘ warehouses ’’ is defined to include “any premises used 
solely or mainly for the storage of goods in connection with or 
ancillary to a retail business.” ‘Engineering work” is 
extended to include the making, altering, repairing, or demolish- 
ing of a park, road, embankment, well, or telegraphic line. 
From these instances it will be seen that a good many persons 
now excluded will be brought within the benefit of the Acts. 
There is one case of exclusion of great importance to 
farmers; this is a provision that farmers shall not 
be liable to pay compensation in case of injury to the 
casual labourer who is described as “‘a person whose employ- 
ment is by the hour or the day, or for a particular piece of work, 
if the employer proves that the employment was intended to be 
of a merely temporary nature.” ‘There is an alteration, also, in 
the meaning of “dependants.” It is at present defined as 
including only the persons within the benefit of Lord Campbell’s 
Act. Brothers and sisters are not among such persens ; but now 
it is proposed to include a brother, sister, half-brother, and 
half-sister. One of the strongest objections to the existing 
Act is the very prejudicial effect it has had on old men; 





and cases have come to light where men little over 
forty have been considered old. Employers have been 
very disinclined to give such men work, on the ground that, 
through sight or some other sense not being so keen as formerly, 
risk of accident was increased. It is now proposed that men of 
over sixty years of age, and any other who gets a certificate 
from a medical referee to the effect that age or infirmity renders 
him specially liable to accident, may agree with the employer 
that in case of death or accident compensation shall not exceed 
a certain maximum. Tbis maximum, however, must not be less 
than £25 in case of death, or 5s, a week in case of ‘ajury. This 
will probably prove a great boon to many workmen who now 
find it difficult to get work. 


Drunken Men on Licensed Premises. 


Some worps of a metropolitan police magistrate, reported in 
the daily papers, appear to have been spoken in haste rather 
than upon consideration, A marine having been charged with 
assaulting a police-constable upon licensed premises, complained 
that the landlady had refused to serve him with soda-water, and 
had called in the constable, with the result that the defendant 
was provoked and committed the assault. The answer was that 
the defendant when he called for the soda-water had a drunken 
man with him, and that he wanted the refreshment for his 
drunken friend. The magistrate then appears to have said that 
he could see no harm in letting the drunken man have soa- 
water, it might have done him good. The landlady having 
urged that she had received strict injunctions not to allow 
drunken people on her premises, the magistrate said that there 
was no objection to her supplying them with soda-water. These 
words appear to have been read with surprise by those familiar with 
public-house law, and they refer to section 4 of the Licensing Act, 
1902, which enacts that where a licensed person is charged 
with permitting drunkenness on his premises, and it is proved 
that any person was .drunk on his premises, it shall lie on the 
licensed person to prove that he and the persons employed by 
him took all reasonable steps for preventing drunkenness on the 
premises. It seems clear, therefore, that the keeper of licensed 
premises cannot allow a drunken man to remain there, even for 
the purpose of serving him with soda-water, without running 
the risk of beiog summoned for permitting drunkenness on his 
premises. tis rather too much to expect that a magistrate 
who decides cases with all possible dispatch should bear in mind 
all the provisions of the Licensing Acts. It is much easier and 
more natural to remember that soda-water is prescribed to those 
who have drunk more than is good for them. But it is contrary 
to sound principle to allow drunken men to enter public-houses 
even when it is alleged that they go there in search of soda- 
water. 


Family Bibles. 


Iv 1s srarep that although the yearly sale of Bibles in 
England continues to increase, there has been for some years a 
large decrease in the sale of what are known as “ family Bibles.” 
The blank leaves of these books contain, as is well known, 
entries of the births, marriages, and deaths of members of the 
family of the person making the entry. If it became necessary 
to prove the death of any member of such families, it was 
possible in former times to refer to the parish registers of 
burials, but emigration and migration are important features of 
English life, and when families had been scattered abroad and 
were not in any high social position, the registers could not 
always be found, and sometimes did not exist. And it must be 
remembered that the registers gave very scanty particulars of the 
occurrences which they recorded. They were in this respect 
much inferior to the parish registers in France, where, owing to the 
conscription, the records were remarkably full and minute, so 
that it is said by Dr. Burn in his work on parish registers that 
it would be more easy to make out the pedigree of a sans culotte 
than that of a British peer. Entries in family Bibles, by which 
a father gave the dates of the births of his children, were, there- 
fore, of great value in proceedings to establish the right to 
peerages or property, and they have always been received in 
evidence as declarations by relations in matters of pedigree. 
The Legislature has in modern times made provision for the 
general registration of births, marriages, and deaths, and this, 
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rather than any objection to the size and weight of family Bibles, 
may be the reason why these volumes are no longer ordered or 
purchased. We should be sorry that this practice of recording 
the more important occurrences in the history-of English families 
should be discontinued. 


Fires in the Temple. 

Tue RECENT fire in the Strand in the immediate neighbour- 
hood of Essex-court may warn the benchers of the Inner and 
Middle Temples that their property, containing many old build- 
ings, is exposed to more than ordinary dangers. One of the 
earliest fires in the Temple was that on the 26th of January, 
1678. It burnt very furiously, and consumed in the Middle 
Temple, Pump-court, Elm-court, Vine-court, Middle Temple- 
lane, and part of Brick-court. It also destroyed the Cloisters 
and a great part of MHare-court, and made its way to 
the Fine Office near Fleet-street. There was no time to remove 
the records, and an Act of Parliament was afterwards passed (31 
Car. 2, c. 3), reciting that by the “late dreadful fire in the 
Temple, London,” certain of the records were consumed or lost, 
and enacting that these records should be re-ingrossed from 
entries and notes which were still in existence. It is stated, asa 
reason for the fierceness of the fire, that the chambers were so 
small and so full of deal that a pitch barrel could not burn more 
fiercely. And, at the same time that the heat from the fire 
was intense, the cold of the winter was as strong as our 
climate admits; the water froze in carrying and choked 
the engines with the ice that continually grew init. Water was 
let down from the street, but froze and stopped in its own current ; 
ia short, the two extremes seemed to contend for victory. We 
are glad to read that, generally speaking, the gentlemen had 
time to remove all their books, writings, and such articles as 
they esteemed worth the trouble of carrying out. 


Trespass by Throwing Water. 

Actions for assault and battery are at the present day seldom 
brought in the High Court, though they were common enough | 
some years ago. We have a distinct recollection of a case at the | 
Surrey Assizes, where the plaintiff recovered damages from the | 
defendant, who had thrown waterover him. In a case just tried | 
in the Southwark County Court, a waterman, while sitting in his 
barge, was drenched with water thrown from a bucket by the 
defendant’s workmen, and assigned as special damage that he 
caught cold in consequence of the wetting. A cold is treated 
with more respect by the courts of the present century than it | 
would have been by our rough ancestors, and the claim for | 


damages was allowed. | 
Theft of Dead Bodies. 


Tue Hicx Court of Allahabad has had occasion, in the case of | 
Emperor y. Ramadhim (25 L. R. (Allahabad Series) 129) to con- 
sider the curious question whether a human body can be the subject | 
of theft as defined by the Indian Penal Code—i.c., the taking dis- 
honestly of any moveable property out of the possession of any 
person without that person’s consent. It is well established 
that under the English law of larceny, which may be taken to 
correspond to that in India, there can be no property in a 
corpse, and, therefore, stealing it is no felony, but a very high 
miedemeanour, and the Indian court had no difficulty in holding 
that a human body (except, perhaps, bodies or portions thereof, 
or mummies preserved in museums or svientific institutions) 
could not be the subject of theft as defined in the Indian Penal 


Code. 








A Master of Conveyancing. 


By,the death of Mr. Taomas Cooxe Wricut the profession hag 
lost a distinguished lawyer who exercised a remarkable influence 
upon the practice of conveyancing, and Lincoln’s-inn the 
venerable and familiar figure of one respected and beloved by 
all who knew him well, and admired by many others for the 
courtesy and geniality of his manner and conversation, and the 
kindliness of heart and breadth of sympathy which in both were 
unmistakably revealed. To some readers of this journal the 
following slight and imperfect account of his life can hardly 
fail to be interesting. 

Mr. Wricuat was born on the 21st of January, 1823. He was 
the eldest son of the Rev. Epwarp ©. Whricur, rector 
of Pitsfold, Northants, by his second wife, Franczs 
E:ten Pemperron, sister of Lord Ktyaspown, and was 
one of seventeen children, all of whom have now passed 
away. He was educated at Bromsgrove School, and being 
entered in 1840 at Lincoln’s-inn, as Tancred student, at the 
early age of seventeen he became the first pupil of the late Mr, 
Cuartes Davipson, who was his senior by some thirteen years, 
and with whom he remained as a pupil for the unusually long 
period of three years. Mr. Davipson, at the time when Mr, 
Wricur entered his chambers, was engaged in the production 
of his work known as Precedents in Conveyancing, of which the 
first volume was published in the same year. Before the term 
of his pupilage was completed, Mr. Wricur had begun to be of 
assistance to his master in the work, and having been called to 
the bar by the Honourable Society of Lincoln’s-inn in November, 
1845, he continued his services, which were then or soon after- 
wards regularly engaged. Thenceforth the two men worked 
together upon the book as fellow labourers and as friends, 
for there had sprung up between them a friendship which 
time never diminished. Mr. Wricur was Mr. Davipson’s only 
assistant, or practically his only assistant, in the preparation of 
the first edition, In the second, and portions of the third, he 
gave a general assistance. But in the fourth, so far as it 
proceeded, he confined his labours to the first (or Common Form) 
volume, and the first (or Conveyances) part of the second, which 
was completed in 1881. This was the last volume published, 
and with it terminated the vast undertaking—for vast it really 
was—which is generally admitted to have effected a revolution 
in conveyancing, and of which Mr. Wricur was one of the 
principal authors. It was his desire that the work should be 
continued, and he collected with the industry which distinguished 
him materials which at one time would have been ample for a 
new edition of the first part of the second volume, and most 
useful as regards the other volumes. But, owing to causes 
which need not be explained, the time for re-editing the book 
upon a comprehensive plan did not arrive until Mr, Waiaur was 
unwilling, on account of his advanced age, to undertake the 
labour, and others who might have been expected to make an 
endeavour to supply his place being unwilling for other reasons 
to do so, the book came to an end, in some sense untimely, but 
from other points of view not altogether unsatisfactury, because 
it remains a work of extraordinary perfection, which has not 
been marred at the hands of later editors. Lest there should 
be any misapprehension, it may be proper to add that, in the 
opinion of the profession, Mr. Byruzwoop’s work, so far as 
regards the precedents which it contains, was never a good book, 
and was therefore incapable of being marred, and though it has 
been re-edited in recent years, the new edition is in truth a new 
book, the work of its learned, clever, industrious, and amiable 


editor, the late Mr. L. G. Gorvon Ronnins, nulli flebilior. 


Master Macnamara will, says the 7imes, be absent from judge's chambers 
next sittings. By permission of the Lord Chancellor he will go to 
Washington to attend the railway conference on behalf of the British 
Government (with Colonel Yorke aud Mr. Acworth). 


At Bristol, on the 7th inst., says the Daily Mail, William Murphy was 
sent to gaol for six months for frauds on local solicitors, He represented 
that he met with an accident on board a steamer by the breaking of 
machinery, and had been offered £100 not to take action. But, acting on | 
the advice of the Board of Trade, he refused, as there was more than that 
due to him for wages. He wished to take legal proceedings, and | 
furnished the names of parties who were to be written to. He tinished | 
by borrowing from the solicitors smal! sums of money. Inquiries shewed | 
that his tale was a fabrication. 


Probably the two most celebrated precedents in Mr. Davipson’s 
collection are Mr. Cay.xy’s settlement of the Crawford Estates 


(vol. 3, part 2, Prec. xxxv., 3rd ed.) afid the conveyance of 
| disentailed freeholds, scheduled incumbrancers concurring (vol. 2, 


part 1, Prec, xxvii, 4th ed.), taken from;a draft which was 
prepared by Mr. Whricur, and of which he was justifiably 
proud. ‘The former is elaborate and complicated in the highest 
degree, the latter, though dealing with a complicated title, of 
the utmost simplicity. ‘The difference between them—the fact 
that to understand one needs severe thought, to understand the 


| other a clear head merely—is due entirely to the subject-matter. 
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Both are equally luminous. But the former remains a monument 
aly of technical skill; the latter has affected directly or 
indirectly the form of countless instruments, many of them 

pared by persons who were not in the least aware 
of their obligations to Mr. Wricur. It is, however, not only 
a typical example of the proper use of schedules, it is 
wacise in the true or best sense of the term. It is not 
supplemental or in paragraphs, it violates no established usage, 
itaims at no singularity, it contains everything that is wanted, 
_ whether for the purpose of making the facts clear and the 
scheme intelligible, or for the purpose of rendering the instru- 
nent effectual, but it contains nothing superfluous, no verbiage, 
no mere ornament, no rhetoric. Verbiage, it may be well to 
remind the reader, is a word of which the extension or denotation 
' is constantly changing, although its meaning in intension or 
gnnotation remains always the same. 

Enough has been said concerning Mr. Wricut’s connection 
with the precedents in conveyancing, but allusion must be 
made to the loyalty which he habitually manifested towards 
Mr. Davipson. It wasofa most striking nature, and not less 
honourable to the character of the one than to that of the 
other. Whilst enjoying a large practice and a _ widely- 
spread reputation, which were entirely of his own making, 
he would, with touching simplicity and sincerity, ascribe to the 
teaching and influence of his master in the law the success 
which was really due to his own industry and talents. ‘‘ Homage” 
was the expression by which he delighted to describe this 
attitude of mind—a word more expressive, perhaps, to the real 
property lawyer than to the unlearned, but indicating clearly 
mough to all what was the kind of feeling he entertained. 
Quite recently he referred to his pupilage of three years as a 
“unique privilege.” 

It has been stated that Mr. Wricut enjoyed a large practice 
and a widespread reputation. In truth he was for many years 
one of the most conspicious practitioners in Lincoln’s-inn—the 
most conspicuous probably, with one, or at the most two, excep- 
tions. He, of course, belonged to the Society of conveyancing 
barristers known as The Institute, into which he was elected in 
1866, and of which he was at the time of his death the senior 
ordinary member, and (it may be added) the member most 
venerated and respected. At the meetings of this society he was 
aregular attendant, and it was due to an insignificant ailment 
only that he failed to be present at the dinner held in the 
month immediately preceding his death. The position which 
he occupied in the estimation of lawyers and others is shewn by the 
number and character of his pupils, of whom there were usually 
five or six in his pupil room, and amongst whom were included 
Mr. G. P. Leacu, Mr. Howarp Wricur, Mr. Gzorez Lawrence 
(who is married to a daughter of Lord Dry), Mr. Arruvr 
Lzwis (son of the late Bishop of Llandaff, his school-fellow and 
life-long friend), the late Mr. Max Cuxtinan (Second Classic in 
1868), Mr. OC. H. Sarcant, Mr. G. B. Srupp, and another 
cricketer, the late Mr. H. R. Wessex, to whose memory Mr. 
Justice Farwet1, in the preface to his work on Powers, has 
offered a just and affecting tribute. Many—perhaps most—of 
these continued his friends for life. Not only did they look 
up to him, as he had looked up to his own master, but 
it was natural to him to make friends. He was, more- 
over, faithful to all the best traditions of the bar, and in 
particular to that admirable and characteristic tradition—in 
theory admitted, but by no means always observed—that an 
élder man shall be considerate, and even give assistance, when 

sible, to his juniors. He was always considerate, and singu- 
arly ready to help. In fact, he was attracted to the young, and 
they were attracted to him, and this mutual attraction was not 
less noticeable in his relations outside the profession. It is one 
of the privileges of an old man that he can consort on terms of 
confidence, and even of affection, with young people of either sex, 
but it is a privilege granted only to those who in previous years 
have so acted as to deserve it. 

He married in 1851 Fanny, third daughter of Wir 
Lorrus Lownpxs, Esq., Q.C. Into his family relations it is 
unnecessary to enter. ‘They were such as will be presumed, 
if the foregoing attempt to describe his character has been 
successful. Nor is there much that need be said concerning his 
active life in other ways. But his activities were by no means 












































confined to his profession, Though himself no sportsman in 
the stricter sense, he was deeply and continually interested in 
many kinds of sport, and well-informed concerning them, 
and deeds of prowess in the cricket field and elsewhere 
appealed to him strongly even in his old age. He was 
— with one of his sons in France during the Franco- 

erman War of 1870, with the object of seeing what could be 
seen of the realities of war, and he carried into Switzerland, on 
foot, the news of the battle of Sedan which the French 
authorities had suppressed. He was unwilling, in fact, to be 
idle either in mind or in body during his holidays, as at other 
times. And he added to the work of his industrious hours that 
of the chairmanship (for forty years) of Price’s Patent Candle 
Co., which he is understood to have rescued from disaster many 
years ago by his own personal efforts. He was, moreover, 
associated during the whole of his life with the Bloomsbury 
Savings Bank, and of late years was a member of the Savings 
Bank Inspection Committee. Finally, it may be mentioned, as an 
interesting personal reminiscence, that he recollected having gone 
by coach from Northampton with his father to the opening of 
the Liverpool and Manchester Railway, on the 15th of September, 
1830, when Husxtsson was killed. 

Mr. Wricur died in his 83rd year on Thursday, the 6th of 
the present month of April, 1905, and the funeral service on the 
8th, at Trinity Church, Westbourne-terrace, immediately opposite 
his own house, was attended by a multitude of barristers and 
friends. He had been a member of the bar for sixty years, less 
a few months only, and he continued to practise until his death, 
but during the last few years for amusement merely, nor did 
he latterly attend at his chambers with any regularity. He was 
examiner in the law of real and personal property to the Inns of 
Court in the years 1879 and 1884. No honour or other distinc- 
tion was ever conferred upon him. Though he acted for many 
years as conveyancing counsel to his own Inn, he was never 
elected a bencher. And he was not appointed to be one of the 
conveyancing counsel to the court. This perhaps was due to 
the fact that he never applied for the appointment, it being 
understood that in the Lord Chancellor’s office the names only 
of applicants are as a general rule considered, though in at least 
one case the practice was not followed. It is to be regretted that 
claims so indisputable as those of Mr. Wricut should have been 
overlooked. 

Mrs. Waricur survives him, and he has left several children, 
including Mr. Franx L, Wricur, now of Lincoln’s-inn. The 
following lines from Dryden and Lee’s (Edipus, which he applied 
to his master in the law so often above alluded to, may with 
almost equal force be applied to himself : 

‘‘ Of no distemper, of no blast he died, 
But fell like Autumn fruit that mellowed long, 
Even wondered at because he dropt no sooner. 
Fate seemed to wind him up for four-score years, 
Yet freshly ran he on three winters more, 
Till like a clock worn out with eating time 


The wheels of weary life at last stood still.” 
M. G. D. 








On Monday last, says the Times, all the King’s Bench judges having 
returned from the assizes, there were not enough courts for them to sit in ; 
and accordingly Mr. Justice Walton had to be relegated to the old Appeal 
Court at Lincoln’s-inn, while Mr. Justice Warrington had to sit in the 
room facing the Bar library. 

On Monday last the President of the Probate, &c , Division (who was 
accompanied to the bench by Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane, Mr. Justice 
Phillimore, and Mr. Justice Bucknill) addressed the bar on the late Lord 
St. Helier. He said: Better known to us here and to the world at large 
as Sir Francis Jeune, he presided for many years over this court—a court 
which has numerous duties, both heavy and difficult to discharge. To this 
office of President, which he filled with such great dignity and ability, he 
brought very rare faculties, a cultivated mind, derived from his early 
training at Harrow and Oxford, a sound and extensive knowledge of lawin 
many branches, acquired during his large practice at the bar, a deep 
insight into human nature, to which his high social position had con- 
tributed, and, above all, an earnest desire and determination to get at the 
truth in the cases which came before him and to do justice between the 
parties thereto. He set before himself a standard in the discharge of his 
judicial duties, in maintaining the dignity of the court and in the order of 
business, which was of the highest. His capacity for work was extra- 
ordinary, and no one who has appeared before him will forget his unfail- 
ing patience, invariable courtesy, and extreme kindness. He was a 
brilliant scholar, a man of the world, a distinguished advocate, and a great 


President of this court. 
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Can a Contingent Remainder be Void 
for Remoteness ? 


[We have published a series of articles expounding the principles 
upon which Mr. Justice FARWELL'S decision in Re Ashforth’s Trusts 
(ante, p. 350) may be upheld. As we have previously remarked, 
however, there is much division of opinion on the subject, and we are 
glad to give the following statement of the opposite view. We 
should add that it was written before the appearance of our articles. | 


Ir we could poll the most eminent judges and text-writers of the 
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries who have considered the above- 
mentioned question the result would be this: 

AYE.—W. D. Lewis. 

No.—Charles Fearne, Charles Butler, Richard Preston, W. H. 
Burton, Lord Campbell, W. H. Tinney, Lewis Duval, John Hodgson, 
Sawuel Duckworth, Peter B. Brodie, John Tyrrell, Lord St. 
Leonards, Lord Brougham, Joshua Williams, George Sweet, S. M. 
Leake, and H. W. Challis. 

DovusTFuL.—Thomas Jarman and William Hayes. 

Those who are interested in questions of real property law will not 
require to be told that Mr. Lewis, although an industrious and 
couscientious writer, is not to be compared, in point of learning and 
authority, with such men as FEARNE, PRESTON, BUTLER, BRODIE, 
and Lord St. LEonarps, and that Mr. DuvAL was the most eminent 
conveyancer of his day. 

It will be convenient to postpone the consideration of Mr. LEwIs’s 
arguments, and, in dealing with the authorities opposed to him, to 
take first those which are explicit beyond all question, Mr. Preston 
certainly bad no doubt on the subject, nor did he consider the question 
one on which any doubt had ever been suggested. He said (Abstracts ii., 
114): “‘No remainder can, in point of expression, be too remote, since the 
necessity that the remainder should vest during the particular estate, 
or ev instunte that the particular estate determines, and the liability 
of a contingent remainder to be defeated by the merger, &c., of the 
particular estate, are a protection against the inconvenience of per- 
petuities.” Mr. CiiarLes BUTLER (note to Fearne, Cont. Rem., 10th 
ed., 565) said: ‘‘ No question of perpetuity could arise at the common 
law, or under the statute De onis. It has been shewn that after the 
statute De Denis, aud before the introduction of executory uses, 
future estates could only be created by way of remainder. The 
remoteness of a remainder, however great, was no objection to it on its 
creation.”” The Real Property Commissioners (Lord CAMPBELL, Messrs. 
TinnEy, Duvat, Hopcsox, DuckwortTu, BRopDIE, and TYRRELL) said 
in their third report (p. 29, the italics are mine) : ‘‘ All future interests, 
not being remainders, are restrained in their limits by the rules 
of law relating to perpetuities. The ancient common law did 
not restrain the creation of future interests to a given period.” Lord 
St. LEONARDS said, in Cole v. Sewell (4 Dr. & W. 28): “It is now 
perfectly settled that where a Jimitation is to take effect as a 
remainder, remoteness is out of the question.” Lord BrovuGHAM said 
in the same case (2 H L. C. 230): ‘* I was a good deal surprised to 
find that there was a question raised about the remoteness of the 
limitation. It [the suggestion in question] opened to my 
mind a new and strange view of the law, applying that to contingent 
remainders which I had always understood must be, from the very 
nature of the thing, confiued to springing uses and executory 
devises.” Mr. GzroRGE SWEET, in reviewing Mr. LeEwis’s 
work on Perpetuities, expressed the decided opinion (8 Jur. 
283) that Mr. LEewis’s conclusion ‘is irreconcileable alike with 
the history and with the principle of the rule against 
perpetuities.”” Mr. JosHvuaA WILLIAMS, after mature delibera- 
tion, also came to the conclusion (Real Prop., 3rd ed., p. 227) 
that Mr. Lewis's view was incorrect. ({t may be noted in passing 
that, while Kay, J., in Whithy v. Mitchell, said that he did not want 
any higher authority than that of the late Mr. JosHva WILLIAMs, 
‘who was certainly one of the best real property lawyers that have 
existed in my lifetime,” yet in deciding Re /'rost he entirely ignored 
Mr. JosHvuA WILLIAMS’ view that a contingent remainder is not 
a pom to the rule against perpetuities.) Mr. 8. M. Leake (Prop. 
in Land, 335 n) also thought Mr. LEwIs’s view a mistaken one. Mr. 
CHALLIS (Real Prop., 153) said: ‘‘ Whether the rule against per- 
petuities applies (apart from express statutory enactment) to legal 
limitations made by way of remainder, is one of those questions 
which ought never to have arisen. It implies an anachronism which 
may be said to trench upon absurdity.” 

To come now to the text-writers whose views, though not express, 
are, it is submitted, matter of necessary inference. 

Mr. FEARNE, in his classical work on Contingent Remainders, 
points out (p. 418) that ‘“‘the great and essential difference between 
the nature of a contingent remainder and that of an cxecutory devise 
- + + Consists in this, that the first may be barred and destroyed, 
or prevented from taking effect, by several different means, as I have 
already shewn, whereas it is a rule that an executory devise cannot 


be prevented or destroyed by any alteration whatsoever in the estate 
out of which or after which it is limited,” and (p. 429) that “ thig 
privilege of executory devises, which exempts them from being 
barred or destroyed, is the foundation of an invariable rule with 
respect to the contingency upon which an estate of this sort is per- 
mitted to take effect, which is that such contingency must happen 
within a short space of time, such as a hfe in being or some few 
years afterwards,” which he proceeds to explain as a rule designed to 
check remoteness of limitation. In other words, Mr. FEARN#’s view 
was that the rule against remoteness, or as we generally call it, the 
rule agaiust perpetuities, was invented by the judges as a check on 
the creation of executory interests, because without some 
such rule executory interests, being free from the checks imposed 
by the common law on contingent remainders, would have restricted 
the free alienation of property. Not only does Mr. FEARNE not say, 
or suggest in any way, that this newly-invented rule applied to con- 
tingent remainders, but the whole of his explanation is inconsistent 
with that view. 

But the matter is put beyond doubt by the following passage (p. 502), 
which has been often quoted, and often misunderstood: “ An 
limitation in future, or by way of remainder, of lands of inheritance, 
which in its nature tends to a perpetuity, even aithough there be a 
preceding vested freehold, so as to take it out of the description of an 
executory devise, is by our courts considered as void in its creation; 
as in the case of a limitation of lands in succession, first to a person 
in esse, and after his decease to his unborn children, and afterwards 
the children of such unborn children, this last remainder is absolutely 
void.” 

The use of the word “ perpetuity” in this passage led Mr. Lewis 
to suppose that Mr. FEARNE intended to refer to the modern rule 
against perpetuities. It is singular that Mr. LEwIs's suspicions were 
not aroused by the illustration which Mr. F'£ARNE gives of the prin- 
ciple stated by him; if it is meant as an example of a limitation 
void for remoteness it is remarkably inaccurate and inappropriate, 
for it will be noticed that Mr. FEARNE says that the last remainder 
is ‘‘ absolutely” void, by which he means that it is so bad that 
nothing can make it good. Now, there is nothing in the modern rule 
against perpetuities which makes such a remainder absolutely void. 
A limitation of land, by way of executory use or devise, to an 
unborn person for life, with remainder to his issue, is perfectly 
good if restricted so as necessarily to take effect within the 
period allowed by the rule. It would have been fairer to Mr. 
FEARNE’s reputa'ion for accuracy if Mr. Lewis had adopted the 
simple course of ascertaining what was the ordinary meaning of 
the word ‘perpetuity’ in 1776, when Mr. FEARNE’s book was 
published. If Mr. Lewis had referred to Chief Baron GILBERt’s 
treatise on Uses (1734) he would have found this definition: “A 
perpetuity is a settlement of an interest descendible from heir to 
heir, so that it shall not be in the power of him in whom it is vested 
to dispose of it, or turn it out of thechannel.” Again, in Humberston 
v. Humberston (1716, Gilb. 128) it was stated by CowreEr, L.C., as 
familiar law that ‘‘an attempt to make a perpetuity for successive 
lives’? is vain. And in PRESTON’s edition of Sheppard’s Touchstone 
the rule is laid down (p. 506) that if land is limited to the use of A. 
for life, and after to the use of every person that shall be his heir, 
one after another for term of his life, ‘‘these uses shall not be 
executed, because these limitations are wholly void, being a 
perpetuity.” This was in 1820, nearly fifty years after Mr. FEARNE 
wrote. Iliustrations of this meaning of the word ‘‘ perpetuity” in 
the eighteenth century could be multiplied almost indefinitely. In 
the example given by Mr. FEARNE the limitations do not amount to 
a perpetuity, because they stop at the second generation, but the last 
remainder exceeds the limits allowed by the common law, and there- 
fore ‘‘ tends to a perpetuity.” It is, I submit, clear that Mr. FEARNE 
was guilty of no inaccuracy in his illustration, and that in the passage 
above quoted he was stating the rule which is now established by the 
decision in Whitby v. Mitchell. The same view of Mr. Frarne’s 
meaving is taken by Mr. Burtron (Comp. ss. 782-4) and by Mr. 
S. M. LEAKE (Prop. in Land. 334). 

The rule in Whitty v. Mitchell is closely connected with the question 
discussed in this article, but space does not permit an inquiry into 
its origin. Those who are curious on the point will find some of the 
earlier authorities referred to in a letter in the Soxicrrors’ JoURNAL 
(vol. 47, p. 181), and an article in the Law Quarterly Review (vol. 14, 
p- 71), in which the present writer endeavoured to shew that the 
rule is not, as is commonly supposed, the bastard offspring of a dis- 
credited rule against double possibilities, but the lawful descendant 
of an ancient and honourable rule of the common law, designed to 
prevent the creation of unbarrable entails. If this theory is correct, 
it has the additional advantage of explaining how the doctrine of 
cy-pres arose, and why the rule in Watby v. Mitchell does not apply 
to personal estate—a point which was solemnly argued, and solemnly 
de.ided, in Re Bowles (51 W. R. 124; 1902, 2 Ch. 650). The origin 


of the rule is sometimes obscured by its being inaccurately or incom- 





pletely stated ; thus in Farwell on Powers (p. 286) Whitby v. Mitchell 
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| toarrive at a definite conclusion. Contingent remainders, he said, 


| tingent remainders to the ‘‘ old doctrine” having been established by 
' the decision in Whitby v. Mitchell, it seems to follow that, in Mr. 
| JarMAN’s view, they are not subject to the modern rule against 

perpetuities. 


_ but the exact point does not seem to have been considered by him. 
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jscited in support of the proposition that there cannot be a limita- 
tion of a legal estate in land to the unborn child of an unborn child 
ofan existing person. Such a limitation is not affected by the rule 
in Whitby v. Mitchell, and to state it in this way is to ignore the very 
essence and foundation of the rule, the object of which is to prevent 
the limitation of estates to unborn persons in succession. 
It still remains to consider the views of Mr. JARMAN and Mr. 
HAYES on the question which forms the subject of this article. 
Mr. JARMAN, in the second volume of his treatise on Wills, pub- 
lished after Lord Sr. LEoNARDS’ decision in Cole v. Sewell, devoted 
| gome pages to the question now under discussion, but he was unable 


_ “are, it is conceived, either subject to the old doctrine, directed 
_ against remote possibilities [7.e., the rule in Whitby v. Mitchell] or 
| the modern rule against perpetuities, unless these are identical, as 
may be contended with much plausibility, although it is not-necessary 
to go to this extent in support of the denial of the exemption of 
remainders from all perpetuity restraint.””’ The subjection of con- 


Mr. Hayks's description of the modern rule against perpetuities is 
certainly wide enough to include contingent remainders in its scope, 


So far as the writers and judges of the last generation are con- 
cerned, it will be seen that the authorities against Mr, Lewis's views 
are very strong, both in weight and in number, but in recent years 
a change seems to bave taken place, and so far as one can judge from 
outward and visible signs, Mr. LEwIs’s views are now in favour. They 
have been accepted by Professor GRAY (whose admirable work on 
the Rule against Perpetuities is well known on this side of the Atlantic) 
and by Mr. Vaizey and Mr. T. Cyprian Wiuutams. They are also 
supported by the decisions of Kay, J., in Re Frost (43 Ch. D. 246) and 
of FARWELL, J., in Re Ashforth’s Trusts (49 SoLtcirors’ JoURNAL 
350). The decision in Re Frost is not a valuable one, for it proceeds 
on the same strange misconception of the meaning of the passage 
quoted above from Mr. FEARNE as that under which Mr. Lewis 
laboured. The decision of FARWELL, J., in Re Ashforth’s Trusts, on 
the other hand, is a considered judgment, in which the conclusions of 
Professor GRAY are adopted in preference to those of Mr. JosHva 
Wiu1AMs and Mr. CHALiis. But the learned judge does not 
sem to have noticed that Mr. Witirams, Mr. Lewis, and 
Professor GRAY all wrote before Whitby v. Mitchell was decided, 
and that the effect of that decision is to strengthen the 
authority of Mr. WILLIAMS and to diminish that of Mr. Lewis 
and Professor GRAY on the point now under discussion. Mr. 
WILLIAMs’s view was that contingent remainders are not subject 
to the modern rule against perpetuities, but to an old rule forbidding 
limitations to unborn persons in succession. Mr. Lewis and Pro- 
fessor GRAY, on the other hand, contended that no such rule ever 
existed, and that contingent remainders are subject to the modern 
tule against perpetuities. In Whitby v. Mitchell the Court of Appeal 
held, in effect, on the only question before them in that case (namely, 
the existence or non-existence of the old rule); that Mr. WILLIAMS 
was right, and that Mr. Lewis and Professor Gray were wrong ; and 
it seems to follow, as a logical consequence, that if Mr. WILLIAMS was 
right on the one point he was right on the other, for the two points 
are inseparably connected. In any case, the decision in Whitby v. 
Mitchell bas made a great difference in the situation, for it was tacitly 
conceded by Mr. Lewis and Professor Gray that if a rule forbidding 
the limitation of contingent remainders to unborn persons in succces- 
sion could be proved to exist, it would be a strong argument against 
the theory that contingent remainders are subject to the modern rule 
against perpetuities. But there is no court in England, except the 
House of Lords, which can deny the existence of a rule forbidding 
the limitation of contingent remainders to unborn persons in succes- 
sion, for it is established by the decision of the Court of Appeal in 
Whitby v. Mitchell. And it follows that no court in England, except 
the House of Lords, can accept the conclusions of Mr. LEwis and 
Professor GRAY on the point now under discussion, for they are based 
on the assumption that no such rule ever existed, as will be seen from 
& brief examination of the main arguments put forward by them in 
support of their contention that contingent remainders are subject 
to the modern rule against remoteness. These arguments appear to 

be three in number. 

Argument No. 1 is that contingent remainders must be subject to 
the rule against perpetuities, because otherwise the whole doctrine 
of cy-prés falls to the ground. But this argument proceeds on a 
complete misapprehension as to the origin of the cy-prés doctrine, 
which has nothing whatever to do with the modern rule against 
perpetuities: it is a concession made to testators who endeavour to 
infringe the old common law rule forbidding the creation of a “ per- 
petuity ” in Mr. FEARNE’s sense of the term—that is, the limitation of 


referring to Humberston v. Humberston, or Monypenny v. Dering (16 
M. & W. 418), or Mr. PrestTon’s explanation of the doctrine 
(Abstracts ii., 165-6). 

Argument No. 2 is that unless contingent remainders are subject 
to the modern rule against perpetuities, they can be used to tie up 
land for an excessive period. But this involves a denial of the 
existence of the old rule just referred to, which is now established by 
the decision in Whitby v. Mitchell. As Mr. Josuvua WILLIAMs pointed 
out, the old rule is more stringent than the modern rule against 
remoteness, and effectually prevents the creation of perpetuities by 
means of legal contingent remainders. 

Argument No. 3 is that contingent remainders ought to be made 
subject to the modern rule in order to make the law symmetrical. The 
answer to this is two-fold. In the first place, it is not the business of 
judges to remove anomalies; it is the business of the Legislature. 
If authority is needed for this proposition, I would refer to the 
remarks of JESSEL, M.R., in Cunliffe v Bruncker (3 Ch. D., at p. 
399). In the second place, making contingent remainders subject to 
the modern rule would not diminish, but increase, existing anomalies. 
When executory limitations were first invented, contingent remainders 
were subject to three rules restricting their creation and duration ; 
rule a forbade the limitation of contingent remainders to unborn 
generations in succession; rule } made them destructible by the 
owner of the particular estate; and rule c made them liable to fail 
if the particular estate determined before the contingency. The judges 
did not see their way to apply these rules to executory interests, so 
they invented the modern rule z forbidding remoteness in the limita- 
tion of executory interests. Then the Legislature stepped in and 
abolished rule 6 and a half of rule c, leaving a and 4c subsisting. 
If « were applied to contingent remainders, the result would be 
that they would be subject to a, $c, and «x, while executory interests 
would still remain subject only to. This would make the law even 
more anomalous and absurd than it is now. And to attain this result 
we must reject the teachings of history and the opinions of the most 
distinguished real property lawyers of the last two generations. The 
Legislature could easily simplify the law by abolishing contingent 
remainders, but it has hitherto shewn a strange reluctance to do so. 
It is true that they were abolished altogether by statute 7 & 8 Vict. 
c. 76, but they were restored the following year, and they still sur- 
vive, propped up on one side by the Real Property Act, 1845, and 
on the other by the Contingent Remainders, Act, 1877. To the 
ordinary mind contingent remainders are an absurd and inconvenient 
anachronism, and it is difficult to understand the marked affection 
shewn for them by the Legislature, but it is not for text writers or 
judges to say that the Legislature is wrong, or to make vain attempts 
to do indirectly what the Legislature has repeatedly refused to do 
directly. 

For hee reasons it is respectfully submitted that the decisions of 
Kay, J., in Re Frost and FARWELL, J., in Re Ashforth's Trusts are 
erroneous, so far as they decide that a legal contingent remainder can 
be void for remoteness. It is possible that the decision in Re 
Ashforth’s Trusts may be supported on another ground, for it seems 
at least arguable that the limitation in tail in that case was not a 
contingent remainder at all, butan executory devise, and consequently 
void under the modern rule against perpetuities. From the reports 
of the judgment which are at present available it is not very clear 
which view was taken by the learned judge. If his lordship is 
correctly reported as having said that the case before him was “ really 
indistinguishable” from Garland v. Brown (10 L. T. N. 8. 292), he 
must have considered that the limitation in in Re Ash forth's Trusts 
was an equitable contingent remainder ; but if so it was unn 
to decide between the conflicting opinions of Mr. JosHua WILLIAMS 
and Professor GRAY on the rules governing the creation of | 
contingent remainders. It is to be hoped that the full report of the 
judgment will clear up this point, for the question whether the com- 
mon law allows the creation of a ‘ descendible freehold” daring 
the lives of unborn persons is one on which, so far as may be judged 
from a superficial examination of the old books, there is no direct 
authority. CHARLES SWEET. 








On the 7th inst., in the House of Lords, the Lord Chancellor presented 
a Bill to amend Bills of Exchange Acts. 


A curious method of letting land was, says the Evening Standard, again 
observed at Bourne, when the ‘“‘ White Bread Meadow ”’ was offered. The 
auctioneer is stationed on the Queen’s Bridge, and as each bid for the rent 
of the field is made a boy is started to run toa given public-house and back 
again to the bridge. The person whose bid is unchallenged when the last 
boy returns to the bridge is declared to be the tenant of the land for the 
ensuing year. Mr. F. G. Shilcock on Friday let the land by this method, 
when a tenant was found at a slight increase on last year’s rent. From 
the income arising from the rent of the field a cheese and onion supper is 
provided at the house to which the boys run. Two trustees are elected 
after the supper to receive the rent and distribute the surplus in white 
bread. Every house in that part of the town known as Eastgate receives 4 


4lb, loaf of white bread 





estates to unborn generations in succession, as any one may see by 
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Reviews. 


Evidence. 


A DicEst oF THE I:Aw oF EvIDENCE. By the late Sir JAMES 
FirzsaAMEs STEPHEN, Bart., K.C.S.1I.,D.C.L., one of the Judges 
of the High Court. SixtH Epition. By Sir HERBERT STEPHEN, 
Barrister-at-Law, Clerk of Assize for the Northern Circuit, and 
Harry Lvussrncton STEPHEN, Barrister-at-Law, one of the 
Judges of the High Court of Calcutta. Macmillan & Co. 


This book is so well known, and occupies so high and unique a 
position as an authority on the law of evidence, that criticism is 
unnecessary. It is a little book, but it probably contains more valu- 
able matter than any other book of its size in existence, The new 
edition presents no new features. No Act of Parliament affecting the 
general law of evidence has been passed since the last edition, and 
this edition is merely a reproduction of the last, with the recent 
decisions noted up, few of which are of first-rate importance. The 
work, however, has been carefully done and the book brought satis- 
factorily up to date. 


Books of the Week. 


The Principles and Practice of Medical Jurisprudence. By the 
late ALFRED SwAINE Taytor, M.D., F.R.S., Fellow of the Royal 
College of Physicians of London, Fifth Edition. Edited, Revised, 
and Brought up to Date by Frep. J. Surrn, M.A., M.D. (Oxon.), 
Fellow of the Royal College of Physicians of London, &c, &c. In 
Two Volumes. J. & A. Churchill. 


A Treatise on the Principles of the Law of Compensation. By 
C. A. Cripps, M.A., B,C.L., K.C. Fifth Edition. By the Author, 
assisted by AUBREY T. LAWRENCE, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & 
Sons (Limited). 

Hayes and Jarman’s Concise Forms of Wills, with Practical Notes. 


Twelfth Edition. By J. B, Matruews, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 


The Law Relating to Factories and Workshops (including 
Laundries, Railways, and Docks). Part I.: A Practical Guide to the 
Law and its Administration. By May E, Aprauam (Mrs. H. J. 
Tennant), formerly one of her late Majesty’s Superintending 
Inspectors of Factories. Part II.: The Acts, with Notes, containing 
the Factory and Workshop Act, 1890, the Shops Regulation Acts, 
1892 to 1904, the Truck Acts, 1831, 1887, and 1896, other Acts and Parts 
of Acts relating to Factories and Workshops, with Explanatory Notes. 
By ARTHUR LLEWELYN Davies, Barrister-at-Law. Withas Appendix 
containing a Ful! List of Regulations made for Dangerous Trades 
and of Orders made by the Secretary of State, and a Complete Index 
to Both Parts. Fifth Edition, Eyre & Spottiswoode. 


Opinions on Local Government Law in New Zealand given to the 
Municipal Association of New Zealand Between the Years 1892 and 
1904 (to 30th June). By Tuomas FrepeRic MARTIN, Counsel to the 
Municipal Association of New Zealand, &c. Whitcombe & Tombs 
(Limited), Wellington, N.Z. 

Income Tax Tables, for the Use of Public Companies, Bankers, 
Solicitors, and Others; including Tables Shewing the Amount of 
Tax Suffered in Respect of Dividends Paid Nominally ‘‘ Free of 
Income Tax.” By Gzorce H. Wuyrnow, of the Income Tax 
Repayment Branch, Somerset House. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Railway Companies and Traders’ Owner's Risk Conditions. Report 
of the Standing Joint Committee of Midland Chambers of Commerce 
on Railway Matters, Respecting Their Negotiations with the Great 
Western, the London and North-Western, the Midland, and the 
North Staffordshire Railway Companies, with Regard to the Inter- 
pretation of their ‘‘ Owner's Ri+k Conditions” and the Treatment of 
Claims Thereunder for Loss, Damage, or Delay. 





The Attorney-General will preside at the annual meeting of the members 
of the bar, which will take place in the Old-hall, Lincoln’s-inn, on 
Tuesday afternoon, the 9th of May. 


Following New York's example, Birmingham, says the Evening Standard, 
is toestablish police-courts for children. The magistrates of the city have 
decided that persons under sixteen years of age charged with summary 
offences will, as far as possible, be proceeded against by summons, and 
such case, will be heard in 4 separate court with a separate entrance. One 
of the parente or guardians of such offenders will Tove notice to attend. 
Ast the result of the establishment of the system of juvenile courte in 
America, it was pointed out that in three years the number of prisoners 
under sixteen had been reduced from 1706 to 47. A movement has also 
begun in New South Wales for the establishment of separate police-courts 
for Children’s cases. 








Correspondence. 


A Forty Years’ Title. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—There is one aspect of the very interesting decision of 
Farwell, J., in Nisbet and Potts’ Contract (1905, 1 Ch. 391) which 
appears to have been generally overlooked. 

That case emphasised the well-known principle that a purchaser 
will ‘‘ be affected with notice of all that he would have ascertained if 
he had made proper inquiries, whether his abstention from inquiry 
is due tc voluntary waiver or waiver under contract’; and the 
period to be covered by such inquiries is forty years. 

The result is that in every possible case one should stipulate for » 
forty years’ title. I wonder in what percentage of cases one gets it, 
And why? Because of Vice-Chancellor Malins’ decision in Bolton vy, 
The London School Board (38 L. T. 277). It is true that this case 
has been almost universally disapproved, but it has never been over- 
ruled, and constitutes a serious menace to every conveyancer in view 
of Farwell, J.’s, re-affirmation of a very old principle. Is it too much 
to hope that our Law Society will take in hand a test case which will 
settle, once and for all, whether Bolton v. The London School Board was 
rightly decided or no? It has been acted upon by the profession very 
generally, and there seems to be a strong disinclination in high places 
to disturb cases the principles laid down in which have been respected 
for many years. 

One more question occurs to me : Are trustees justified in purchas- 
ing property by auction where less than a forty years’ title is 
contracted to be deduced? Surely not. 

Worthing. April 10. H. H. SrockpaeE Ross. 


[See observations under ‘‘ Current Topics.”-——-Ep. S J. ] 





Solicitors’ Robes. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I notice in a report in the Daily Telegraph that Judge Edge, 
in consequence of a solicitor appearing in bis court unrobed, says he 
intends bringing the rule of the metropolitan courts, that solicitors 
must wear robes, before the judges again. 

All solicitors who practise advocacy in the metropolis ought strongly 
to deprecate any reversal of a rule which it is so plainly to their 
advantage to adhere to, and incidents like that in Clerkenwell County 
Court should bring home to those who try to ignore the rule the harm 
they do to themselves and their brother solicitors. 

At the same time, I hope the Council of the Law Society will do 
all in its power, in co-operation with the judges, to see that the rule 
is observed. W.H 


April 10. 





Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 


JACKSON » WIMBLEDON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. No, |. 
7th April. 


Loca, Goverxnment—Drary or Sewer—Srncir Drar Draryine Severna 
Houses Betoncine Tro Tur SAME Owner—Sewer Dratnine nro SINGLR 
Parvarey Drars—Pvunuic Heattu Acts Amenpmenr Act, 1890 (53 & 54 
Vicr. c. 59), 8. 19. 

Appeal from the Divisional Court in respect to a case stated by justices 
under the Summary Jurisdiction Acts. The Public Health Acts Amendment 
Act, 1890, 8.19, sub-section 1, enacts : ‘‘ Where twoor more houses belonging 
to different owners are connected with a public sewer by a single private 
drain, an application may be made under section 41 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875 (relating to complaints as to nuisances from drains), and the local 
authority may recover any expenses incurred by them in executing any 
works. . .” Bub-section 3: ‘* For the purposes of this section the 
expression ‘drain’ includes a drain used for the drainage of more than 
one building.’’ ‘The facts are sufficiently set out inthe judgment. 

Tuy Covrr (Cousins, M.R., and Strecino and Marnew, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. e 

Coins, M.R.—This is an appeal from the decision of the Divisional 
Court upon a question arising out of the construgtion of section 19 of the 
Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 1890, in respect to which Bradford v. 
Mayor, &¢c., of Eastbourne (1896, 2 Q. B. 205) is now the leading case, [His 
lordship read the section.] In this case we have what is admitted to be @ 
single private drain running at right angles to the street and connected 
with the main public sewer under the street, This drain is A to B on the 
plan. Along the street are sixteen houses, On the right-hand side of the 
vertical drain are twelve houses, all belonging to Mr. Jackson, and there 
are four houses on the left-hand side, three belonging to one owner, a lady, 
and the fourth to another owner, ‘This single private drain leads out from 
a manhole at the point Lb ; into the manhole the drainage from the houses 
on the left run. Coming to the right-hand side the drainage from all Mr, 
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Jackson's houses runsinto a common sewer, parallel to the public sewer, 
running at the back of the houses in private ground and passing into the 
public sewer through the vertical single private drain. The main conten- 
tion of the appellant is that if in any portion of the course the sewage 
traverses a single private drain on its way to the public sewer, the case 
comes within section 19, and the owner is liable. They say that the 
draivage of all the houses, both on the right and the left hand of the 
vertical drain are in the last resort connected by a single private 
drain to satisfy the section, and let in the liability of the owners. 
It seems to me that there is a short answer to that contention, and it is 
answered in the court below (1904, 2 K B. 359), and Thompson v. Eccles 
Corporation (1905, 1 K. B. 110), decided in this court, treats of the parties 
liable and the thing in respect to which the obligation arises, and that 
must be part of a single private drain. The court cannot turn that part 
into a single private drain by reason of the fact that it is connected with a 
single private drain, and that the sewage in part of its course flows through 
a single private drain. It 1s a condition of liability that the pipe itself must 
be a single private drain, and although the sewage is led by it through a 
single private drain, yet if it is not itself a single private drain the 
section does not apply. Now the pipe that leads up to the manhole at 
point D, and running to the right ot the vertical single private drain, takes 
the sewage from the houses belonging to one owneronly. The law under the 
Public Health Act before section 19 of the 1890 Act constituted a pipe taking 
the sewage of more than one house a sewer, and section 19 does not take 
it out of that category unless ‘‘ two or more houses belonging to different 
owners are connected with a sewer by asingle private dram.’’ The Lord 
Chief Justice and Wills, J., have followed up the course of this drain, and 
I think it isno answer to say that because for a certain part of the drainage 
the sewage passes through asingle private drain that therefore the anterior 
part of the pipe is a single private drain. Therefore, for the reasons given 
in the court below, I think the decision is right and in strict conformity 
with the decision in the Hastbourne case and our own decision in the Eesles 
case. ‘The appeal must be dismissed. 

Srietrne and Matuew, L.JJ., concurred.—Covunset, Maemorran, K.C. ; 
Humphries ; J. B. Slater ; Sylvain Mayer. Soxacrrors, Sharpe, Parker, § Co., 
for Butterworth, Wimbledon; W. W. Young, Sons, § Co. 

[Reported by Maurice N. Drucaurr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


WILLIAMS », MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD. No. 1. 
4th April. 


Puniic Avtnorities Prorecrion Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 61), s. 1 (a)— 
Limrrarion or Trimse—NeGuiceNnce Cavstnc Dearo—AcTiIon BY PERSONAL 
Rerresentative—Farat Accipents Act, 1846 (9 & 10 Vicr. c. 93). 
Appeal from a decision of Judge Taylor, K.C., at the Liverpool Court of 

Passage. The action was brought under the Fatal Accidents Act, 1846 

(Lord Campbell's Act), by a widow to recover damages for the death of 

her husband, owing to his falling into a lock belonging to the defendants, 

which, it was alleged, was not properly guarded. The accident happened 
on the 24th of December, 1902, and the injured man died on the 30th of 

December, 1904, in consequence of the injuries so received. He did not 

bring an action in his lifetime against the defendants, but his widow 

brought this action on the 2nd of February, 1905, in the Liverpool Court 
of Passage. The defendants, who were admittedly a public authority, 
pleaded that the action was barred by section 1 (a) of the Public 

Authorities Protection Act, 1893, which provides that where an action is 

brought for any act done in pursuance or execution or intended execu- 


tion of any Act of Parliament, or of any public duty or 
authority, or in respect of any alleged neglect or default in 
the execution of any such act, dutygeor authority, the action 


‘*shall not lie or be instituted unless it is commenced within six 
months next after the act, neglect, or default complained of.” The 
plaintiff alleged that her action under Lord Campbell’s Act was different 
trom that available for her husband in his lifetime, and that the six months 
ran from his death. The judge of the Court of Passage so decided, and 
held that the action was not barred. The defendants appealed. 

Tue Covurr (Maruew and Cozens-Hanpy, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal, 

Maruew, L.J., said that the ‘tact, neglect, or default complained of ” 
occurred more than six months before the action was commenced. The 
cases shewed that the test of the right to bring an action under Lord 
Campbell’s Act was whether the deceased man, if he had lived, could 
himself have maintained the action. After the expiration of the six 
months from the * act, neglect, or default complained of ’’ the deccased 
man could not have sued. ‘Therefore his widow could not now sue. 

Cozens-Harvy, L.J., agreed. ead v. Great Eastern Railway Co. (16 
W. R. 1040, L. R. 3 Q. B.555) and The Vera Oruz (833 W. R. 477, 10 App. 
Cas, 59) were illustrations of the principle that as the deceased man after 
the lapse of six months from the date of his injuries could not have main- 
tained the action, his personal representative could not now maintain it.— 
Counsei, Rigby Swift ; Carver, K.C., and Leslie Scott, Sorscrrors, Pritchard, 
Englefield, § Co., tor Rees, Matthews, Jones, § Rees, Liverpool; Rawle, John- 
stone, § Co., for W. C, Thorne, Liverpool, 

| Reported by W. F. Baray, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ) 


Re AMBLER, WOODHEAD rv. AMBLER, No. 2. 3ist March. 
Loan ny Wire to Husnanp—Jvprcature Act, 1875 (388 & 39 


Rerarner 
10—Marniep Women’s Property Acr, 1882 (45 & 46 


Vier. ©. 

Vict, c. 75), 8. 3. 

This was an appeal from a decision of Farwell, J. 
husband's lifetime lent him money out of her separate estate for the pur- 
poses of his business, He appointed her executrix of his will, His estate 


pa 
17), 8. 


was insolvent, and she claimed in the administration of his estate to retain 
out of the assets in her hands as executrix the amount of the debt due to 


A wife during her | 


her from her husband. Farwell, J., contrary to his own opinion, allowed 
the retainer, considering that he was bound by the decision of North, J., 
in Re May (33 W. R. 765, 45 Ch. D. 494). Some of the creditors appealed. 

Tue Court (VavcHan Wittrams, Romer, and Sriavine, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. K . . *i 

Vavenaw Wits, L.J.—I do not think it would b> right for us in this 
case to depart from what has, to my mind, been already decided by the 
Court of Appeal. ‘The point in question was originally decided by North, 
J., in Re May. The question that we have to decide was discussed by the 
Court of Appeal in Rs Leng, Tarn v. Emm:-rson (43 W. R. 406 ; 1895, 1 
Ch. 652). That case turned upon the combined effect of section 10 of the 
Judicature Act, 1875, and section 3 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882. The question in that case being astoa right of proof, and the court 
having arrived at the conclusion that there was no right of proof, Lord Lind- 
ley says: ‘‘ This conclusion,”’ that is, the conclusion that there was no right 
of proof, ‘‘is not inconsistent with Ra May, which was not a case of proof 
but of retainer by the wife as her husband’s administratrix. The Legis- 
lature has not yet thought proper to alter the law of, retainer and section 3 
of the Married Women’s Property Act is not addressed to that subject.”’ 
In those circumstances I do not think that we ought ia this court to say 
that the conjoint operation of these two sections does operate to alter the 
right of retainer. 

Romer, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 

Srintine, L.J., concurred.—Covsser, Nevelle, K.C., and EZ. 8. Ford ; 
Upjohn, K.C., and Ashton Cross, Soxscrrors, Johnson, Wetherall, § Stur’, 
for Wade, Bilborough, Tetley, §& Co., Bradford ; Helliwell, Harby, § Evershed, 
for Jubb, Booth, & Helliwell, Halifax. 

[Reported by J. I. Srizuixe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re TURNBULL, SKIPPER v. WADE. Farwell, J. 23rd March. 


Wu1—Leeacy—Paymest Free From Dvry—No Resmvary Esratre— 
SerrLement Estate Duty—Frvance Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vicr. c, 28), s. 19. 
Summons. A testatrix M. E. Turnbull, who died in November, 1903, 

by her will, dated the 28th of June, 1893, bequeathed amongst others the 

following legacies : To her husband £50,000, with a declaration that if he 
died before her the said legacy should not lapse but vest in his representa- 
tives, to be dealt with as part of his personal estate, as if he had died 
immediately after her. To her nephew F. M. Skipper £16,000. To her 
niece H. M. C. Skipper (now Mrs. Dundas) £15,000 tor her life, without 
power of anticipation, with remainder to her children as she should by 
deed or will appoint. To her step-niece V. G. P. Skipper (now Mrs, 
Lane) £3,000. The pecuniary legacies given by the will amounted to 
£123,000, and there was a direction that they should all be “‘ paid free 
from duty.’’ The total estate was estimated at £116,000 only. After 
the date of the will Miss V. G@. Skipper (Mrs. Lane) had married, 
and her marriage settlement contained a proviso for the settlement 
of after-acquired property. Miss H. M. C. Skipper (Mrs. Dundas) 
married in 1895, and in 1904 trustees were appointed of the £15,000 legacy 
given to her and her children. The testatrixs husband predeceased her, 
leaving a will containing pecuniary legacies greater than his whole estate. 
The first question sought to be determined by the summons was whether 
the gifts of duties were themselves legacies, and, if so, how the amount 
payable to each beneficiary was to be ascertained. It was argued for the 
trustees of the legacy to Mrs. Dundas that the direction to pay free from 
duty was a direction to pay out of some fund not a legacy, i.¢., out of 
residue. As the total of the legacies given was greater than the whole of 

the estate, there was no residue, and the gifts of duty tailed : W tlon Vv. 

O’ Leary (17 Eq. 419) ; Hanson's Death Duties (dthed), 464. 0 my 
Farwat, J., in deciding, referred to Noel v. Lord Henley 7 Price 253, 

26 R. R. 660), and to Farrer v. Se. Catharine's College, Cambridge (16 Eq. 19), 

where Lord Selborne held that duty given as here was a pecuniary 

legacy abating with other legacies, The right principle was laia down by 

Pearson, J., in Re Wilkins (33 W. R. 42, 27 Uh. D. 703) —namely, to treat 

pecuniary legacies and duties alike, all to abate in proportion. i 
The second question raised was whether the direction to pay duties in- 

cluded settlement estate duty on the legacy settled on Mrs. Dundas. For 
this view it was advanced that such duty was ‘‘a duty’’ under the Estate 
Duty Act of 1896, as was held in Re Lewis (1904, 2 Ch. 656). Re Cayley (53 
W. R. 144; 1904, 2 Ch. 781) did not upset this view of the law which had been 
laid down in Re Bridger, Brompton Hospital v. Lewin (42 W. R. 179; 18M, 1 
Ch. 297). It had been decided that the imposition of a new duty does 
not prevent the court from finding, in a will made before such 
imposition, an intention that the new duty shall be paid, where there 
is a direction to pay duty couched im general words: Re Maryox- 
Wilson (48 W. R. 338 ; 1900, 1 Ch, 570). ‘The will must be taken to speak 
from the death of the testator, On behalf of the other beneficiaries it was 
argued that the Finance Acts of 1894 and 1896, which imposed and directed 
the mode of the collection of this duty, had not meant to change tne 
nature of the duty, which was in its essence a substitute for duties arising 
on a future succession. By section 19 of the Act of 1596 it was 

to be paid out of the settled legacy by the executors of the will and not by 

the trustees of the legacy. This, however, was merely a device for collec- 

tion, and did not alter the incidence of the burden so as to bring it witbin 
the gift of duty in this will. The principle was that applied in Re March, 

Mander v. Harvis (82 W. R. 241, 27 Ch. D. 166), al lis 

Farwent, J , gave his judgment as foliows: The direction will is 

| to pay ** free A} duty.”” It is true that the will is dated in 189, befo e 
the Finance Acts of 18M and 1896, under which settlement estate duty is 

‘payable. But, as was decided in Re Bridger, section 24 of the Wills Act, 
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which enacts that a will shall speak as from the testator's death, applies to 
a case where a larger legacy is thereby obtained than was contemplated by 
the testator. I consider that I am bound to follow that case. The words 
‘free from duty ” mean “free from all duty.’’ Settlement estate duty 
must, by the Act of 1896, be paid before the legacy is handed over, and I 
hold that it is a legacy like the other duties. : 

A third point raised was that, by the words of the will, the legacy of 
£50,000 to testatrix’s husband was payable ‘‘ as if he had died immediately 
after her.’”’ If he had so died, no duty would havz been payable. As it 
was, 10 percent. was payable on legacy duty. The question was whether 
this was impliedly given in the direction to pay free trom duty. 

Farwe.., J.—This is in its essence a legacy tothe husband’s estate, and 
I cannot cut down the generality of the direction to pay free from duty.— 
CovunseL, Jenkins, K.C., and Beebee ; Butcher, K.C., and J. Austen-Cartmell ; 
Upjohn, K.C., and R. J. Parker; Maugham; Jessel. Soxicrrors, Busk, 
Mellor, § Norris ; Corbould, Righy, § Co. ; A. Campbell Wade. 

[Reported by C. H. Canpen NoAp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


CLERK vr. MOTOR-CAR CO. '/1905) LIM. AND FORD. Farwell, J. 
7th April. 


Liser—Unavtnorizep Use or Name—Lianiity to LiticAtion—DamaceE 
To ProresstonaL RepuTaTion—INJUNCTION. 

Motion. This was a motion treated by consent as the trial of the action. 
The facts as set forth on behalf of the plaintiff, Mr. Dugald Clerk, the 
consulting engineer, were as follows. In January, 1905, the plaintiff 
received offers by letter from the defendant R. Moffat Ford to connect 
himself with a scheme by which purchasers of motor-cars were to be advised 
upon their requirements and provided with exp-rt opinion. The letters 
were headed ‘‘The Motor-car Co. (Lim.), R. Moffat Ford, Managing 
Director.”’ It was suggested to the plaintiff tha: he should lay down a 
series of general rules for the guidance of purchasers and classify motor- 
cars at large according to their suitability for various purposes. The 
plaintiff refused, saying that he had, however, no objection: to 
advise the defendant Ford, or anyone introduced by him, in the 
ordinary course of his business as a consulting engineer. Subse- 
quently, at an interview on the 31st of January, the plaintiff was asked to 
allow his name to be used in connection with a similar scheme, as one of a 
number of judges to whom clients’ specifications would be forwarded for 
expert opinion as to what would best suit their wants. The plaintiff then 
refused to be connected with any public advertisement of this sort or to be 
held out to the public as one of the judges retained by the Motor-car Co. 
(Limited). On the 3lst of January the defendant Ford wrote to the 
plaintiff a letter which was taken by the plaintiff to mean that it was in- 
tended that his name would be given to individual clients of the company 
as an expert who would advise them, but not used on public advertise- 
ments. While acting as one of the judges of the Motor Exhibition at 
Olympia on the 17th of February the plaintiff’s attention was called to a 

phlet entitled ‘‘ Let the Judges Decide’’ issued by the Motor-car Co. 
(1905) Limited, of which the defendant Fori was stated to be managing 
director, in which the plaintiff was held out as the first of a list of 
judges to whom prospective motor-buyers’ wants were to be submitted, and 
from whom advice was to be obtained. The plaintiff at once 
wrote to the defendant Ford repudiating the use made of his name, and 
received a letter in answer saying that the defendant was willing not to do 
so any further. In a later letter the defendant said that he reserved the 
right to withdraw his undertaking, and it was discovered subsequently that 
a pamphlet with the plaintiff’s name in it was sent to a Mr. G. Adshead on 
the 7th of March. To the plaintiff’s s>licitors’ request for an undertaking 
an answer was sent saying that the defendants did not propose to use the 
plaintiff's name, but refusing an undertaking, and this writ was then 
issued asking for an injunction. The Motor-car Co. (Limited) had gone 
into liquidation in 1901, and the defendant company had not been regis- 
tered until the 2nd of February, 1905, and withonly a nominal paid-up 
capital. For the defendants it was stated that the letter of the 31st of 
January was fairly capable of being taken to express anintention to use the 
plaintiff's name publicly, that orders had been given to the clerks at the 
company’s office not io send out the pamphlets in question without altering 
them by striking out the name of the plaintiff, and that the receipt 
of a pampbict by Mr. Adshead not so altered was merely an error 
An injunction was prayed for on the ground that the pamphlet (1) 
by ite wording exposed the plaintiff to the risk of having to defend actions 
brought against him by customers of the company; (2) was calculated to 
injure the plaintiff in the exercise of bis profession as a consulting 
engineer. On the first point it was shewn that the pamphlet, after stating 
the names and professional reputations of the proposed judges, used 
phrases calculated to produce an appearance of their persona) responsibility 
in respect of advice given by them. Purchasers of cars were invited to 
“ delegate the respo:sibility ° of choic> to julges who were “ willing to 
take the onus upon their shoulders.’”’ It was aid that the judge would 
“take upon himself the responsibility of selecting,’ and that the scheme 
* guarantees that cars will be recommended suitably.” 

[Farwri. J., having expressed an opinion that the case of Walter v. 
Ashton (51 W. B. 121; 1902, 2 Ch. 282) applied. and that in spite of Clark: 
reeman (11 Beay. 112 of words calculated to injure the 
iktifl's professional reputation was sufficient to entitled him to the relief 
bd, the second point raised was not discussed | 
Akwest, J., then gave judgment as follows: [ have no doubt that 
there is a good cause of action and the defendants must pay the costs. 
or the action of the defendants trere was no justification. When the 
corremymnaence between the parties took place the old company was in 
‘paquidation and the new on+, in whose name the pamphlet was issued, had 
mot been incorporated. Even granting the construction put by the 








evidence 





defendant on the letter of the 31st of January, it in no way justifies the 
statements made. For instance, there was no justification for a statement 
that the requirements of each client would receive the consideration of the 
judges ‘‘under much more favourable conditions than if a client went to 
any of them privately.’ The statements about responsibility would expose 
the plaintiff to the possibility of an action at the instance of a client. 
An injunction must be given in the terms prayed.—Covunsxet, Upjohn, 
K.C., and J. F. Waggett; Jenkins, K.C., and B. Cohen. Soxicrrors, 
Wilson, Bristows, §& Carpmael; A. Withers. 


[Reported by C. H. Carprw Noap, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 


Re TAYLOR. MATHESON v. TAYLOR. Buckley, J. 7th April. 


Company—Bonps—Interest Payan.e ovr or Net Earnincs AS AND WHEN 
AVAILABLE —Proceeps or Sate—Capitat or Income—TeENaNtT ror Lire 
AND REMAINDERMEN, 


Summons. The questiqn raised by this summons was how, if at all, the 
proceeds of sale of certain mortgage bonds ought to be apportioned as 
between capital and income. By an ante-nuptial settlement, dated the 
12th day of May, 1899, fifteen second mortgage 6 per cent. gold bonds of 
the Mexican National Railroad Co. were settled upon trusts which were, 
so far as material, for the wife (H. N. G. Taylor) for life, then for the 
husband (Walter Taylor) for life if he survived her, with remainder for the 
children of the marriage as the wife should appoint, with an ultimate 
remainder for the next-of-kin of the wife. Mrs. H. N. G. Taylor died on 
the 22nd of May, 1902, intestate, and administration of her estate was 
granted to her husband, Walter Taylor. The bonds in question carried 
cumulative interest at 6 per cent. payable “‘as and when earned out of 
any net earnings of any year remaining after interest on’’ certain other 
bonds, which constituted a prior charge, “‘shall have been paid for such 
year, and if in any year the net earnings so remaining available .. . shall 
not be sufficient to pay such interest in full, there shall be paid any part 
thereof earned and available, and any deficiency shall not be waived but 
shall be paid out of the net earnings of any subsequent year or 
years as and when there shall be any net earnings available for such 
purpose.’’ The interest on the bonds was in arrear in 1899, and in or 
before March, 1902, no interest having been paid in the interval, a 
reorganization scheme came into operation, under which a new company 
was formed to take over the assets of the old company, and the holders of 
bonds in the old company were given the right to take certain benefits 
under the scheme upon depositing their bonds. The trustees of the 
settlement did not avail themselves of this right, but sold the fifteen bonds 
on the 8th of March, 1902, for £2,700. The defendant, Walter Taylor, 
claimed that this sum should be apportioned, and that he was entitled 
to a part thereof as arrears of income, either as legal personal repre- 
sentative of his wife or as the present tenant for life, contending 
that the right to income was not contingent on there being profits, 
and that there being no profits in any year did not destroy his right to 
income, but only suspended it. Jor the remaindermen it was argued that 
the tenant for life had not suffered the loss of any debt which he would 
have been legally entitled to recover, on the ground that the bonds never 
carried interest but only an apportioned part of profits if earned. 

Bucxugy, J., in giving judgment, said: The bonds as to which the 
question arises were the subject of a tenancy for life which came to an end 
on the 22nd of May, 1902. It is admitted that down to that date there 
were not any net earnings in existence such as are referred to in the bond. 
In other words, it is admitted that the fund out of which the interest was 
payable was at that time non-existent. The question is whether in that 
state of things the tenant for life was entitled to any and what part ofa 
sum of £2,700, for which the bonds have been sold. It is obvious that 
that sum included all expectations of anything which might be payable 
under the bond ; it included the arrears (if that word is applicable in any 
proper sense) of interest on the bonds, as well as the principal money 
secured by them; and if there were arrears which accrued during the 
tenancy for life, I have no doubt than an apportioned part of that sum 
ought to be paid to the tenant for life’s estate ; but in my judgment there 
were no such arrears. The bond was one under which interest was to be 
paid as and when earned out of any net earnings of any year remaining 
after paying the interest on c-rtain first mortgage bonds ; so that interest 
was payable only out of a fund, and as and when that fund came into credit. 
It seems to me plain from that that until there was a fund there was no debt 
at all in respect of the interest. The coupon which is attached to the bond is, 
if possible, more plain, and is an express obligation to pay the bearer six 
months’ interest, ‘such interest to be payable only as and when earned out of 
any net earnings available therefor.’’ It seems to me that under that instru- 
ment there was no interest payable at all as income of a year in which 
there was no fund available for its payment. Suppose that in the year 
1904 there was no fund available, and the tenant for life died on the 31st of 
December, 1904, there was no income, I apprehend, payable to that tenant 
for life, because the obligation is to pay out of a fund, and there was no 
such fund. If in the year 1905 4 fund came into existence, the interest 
calculated for the year 1904 would become payable, I agree, but it would 
be income of the year 1905 and not income of the yegr 1904; and if a 
second tenant for life were in enjoyment of the property in 1905, that tenant 
for life, and not the previous tenant for life’s estate would, it seems to 
me, take that interest. It all turns on this: there is; no obligation 
in this inetrument to pay interest; there is only an obligation to 
pay interest ont of a fund, and there is no obligation to pay 
until there is such a fund ; and if there is no such fund during the existence 
of a tenancy for life, then the tenant for life, as it appears to me, is not 
entitled to any interest. Under these circumstances it seems to me that 
the tenancy for life which came to an end on the 22nd of May, 1902, down 
to which date there was no fund, is not entitled to anything as arrears of 





















THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 49.1 419 





April 15, f905¢ __ 





income, and the stm which ht as been received as the purchase-money of 


the bonds is not apportionabl 2,—Counsnx, 7. H. Wright ; Buckmaster, K.C., 
and G, P. C. Lawrence; As thury, K.C., and J. I. Stirling. Soxrcrrors, 
Freshfields ; Hind § Robinson , 

[Reported by H. H. Kina, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Courxt—King’s Bench Division. 


THE KING v. HANKEY AND OTHERS (JUSTICES). Ez parte THE EARL 
OF CRAVEN. Div. Court. 6th April. 


Moror-car Act, 1903, s. 1 (3)—Rervusat. sy Owner To Give Name or 
Driver—Orrence Win Whuicn Driver was to Be Cxarcep Nor 
Sprcrrrep in Notice—Cionviction Must Have tne SAME CERTAINTY AS AN 
Inpictment—Rv.e 6, arricte 4, or THE Moror-cars (Use anp Con- 
sTRUCTION) ORDER, 1904, 


In this case a rule wisi for a certiorari had been granted calling upon the 
justices of Wokingham, Berks, to shew cause why the conviction of the 
the Earl of Craven for refusing the name and address of the driver of his 
motor-car should not be brought up and quashed. The earl, on the 2nd of 
July, 1904, was being driven on the highway at Twyford, and on 
demind refused the name of his driver on the ground that no offence 
had been committed in regard to excessive speed. Notice was served 
upon him on the 4th of August to supply the name and address of the driver, 
such name and address being required in order that proceedings might be 
taken against him under section 1 of the Motor-car Act, 1903, and rule 6, 
article 4, of the Motor-cars (Use and Construction) Order, 1904. The 
grounds on which the rule was obtained were (1) that the conviction was 
bad on the face of it because it did not allege that the driver had refused 
to give his name or address, or had given a false name or address, and (2) 
that the justices had no jurisdiction to convict in the absence of evidence 
to the above effect. 

Tur Court made the rule absolute. 


Lord Atverstonz, C.J.—It had been urged that the obligation of the 
owner of a motor-car to give this information did not arise until the driver 
had been asked and had refused or had given a false name or address. 
Such a view would make the enactment of no effect, and would not touch 
the cases where the driver went off as quickly as possible. The conviction 
did not allege in terms that an offence had been committed, the allegation 
being that the owner unlawfully, after due notice, refused to give the name 
and address of the driver ‘‘ such name and address being required in order 
that proceedings might be taken against him under section 1.’’ He 
was not sure that the owner was bound to give the name and address in a 
prosecution under article 4. They were two difierent offences. But the 
main question arose upon the words “in order that proceedings might be 
taken against him under section 1.’’ In view of the words in section 1, 
sub-section 3, he thought that this was very nearly a sufficient allegation, 
but it was open to the view that it did not allege in terms that an offence had 
been committed. It might merely mean that the name was wanted in 
order to consider whether proceedings might be taken. On the ground 
therefore that the conviction did not allege in terms that an offence had 
been committed, and bearing in mind the doctrine that a conviction must be 
certain in its allegation and have the same certainty as an indictment, he 
came to the conclusion that this conviction could not be upheld. The case 
had no merits, and he could not see any reasonable unds upon the 
~—— proved before the magistrates for the witholding the name of 
the driver. 


Kennepy and Rivcey, JJ. Conviction qifashed.—Covnset, Ceci? Walsh ; 
Avory, K.C., and A. Moresby White. Soxictrors, Snow, Fox, § Higginson ; 
ZT. W. Staples Firth. 


[Reported by Erskixe Retp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
THE KING v. PAYNE. Ex parte WOLFF. Div. Court 12th April. 


OBLIGATION or SoxitcrroR TO ANSWER QUESTION IN PxRoceEDINGs AT A 
PoLice-court. 


This was a rule nisi for an attachment against Mr. Walter James Payne, 


Law Societies. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 13th inst., 
Mr. Henry A. Peake (Sleaford) in the chair, the other directors t 
being Sir George Lewis, Bart., and Messrs. Alfred Davenport, W. H. 
Gray, J. Roger B. Gregory, H. E. Gribble, L. W. North- ey, W.G. 
King, C. S. May, W. Arthur Sharpe, F. W. Stone (Tunbridge Wells), 
Maurice A. Tweedie, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £755 was 
distributed in grants of relief, and other general business transacted. 


Law dents’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srvpents’ Denatine Socrery.—April 11.—Chairman, Mr. H. T. 
Thompson.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the case of Lewis v. 
| Baker (1905, 1 Ch. 47) was wrongly decided.’’ Mr. C. T. Cooke opened in the 
affirmative ; Mr. Bostock seconded in the affirmative. Mr. W. G. Weller 
opened in the negative; Mr. Ames seconded in the negative. The 
following members also spoke: Messrs. Menzies, Pleadwell, Spanton, 
Kennedy, Anderson, Henderson, and Blagdon. The opener having replied, 
the motion was lost. 

Brewincuam Law Srvpents’ Socrery.—April 11.—Mr. 8S. 8. Dorset, 
barrister-at-law, in the chair.—After the transaction of special » 
the following moot was discussed: ‘‘That magistrates should be 
remunerated and appointed from the legal profession.” The speakers for 
the affirmative were Messrs. T. H. Cleaver, H. Mayber, W. Kentish, and 
S. Morris ; and for the negative Messrs. J. H. Round, J. D. H. Osborn, 
J.J. Pritchard, and A. Cotterell, After the leaders on both sides had 
replied, the chairman summed up, and the following vote resulted—for the 
affirmative 5, and for the negative 6. A hearty vote of thanks to the 
chairman concluded the proceedings. 

















Obituary. 
Mr. W. B. Bull. 


We regret to record the death, on the 8th inst., from the results of an 
accident in the hunting field, of Mr. Walter Beaty Bull, solicitor, of 
Newport Pagnell. The accident was remarkable, since it did not arise 
from the usual fall from his horse, but from a sudden swerve made by the 
horse at a fence, causing internal injuries to the rider, from which he died 
in the course of a few days. Mr. Bull was the youngest son of the late 
Mr. William Bateman Bull, solicitor, of Ne Pagnell. He was 
admitted in 1870, and carried on business with his brother, Mr. W. R. 
Bull, under the firm of W. B. & W. R. Bull, and since the death of Mr. 
W. R. Bull continued the business in the same names. He was istrar 
of the Newport Paguell County Court, and bad a good and old- i 
business. He was greatly esteemed in the neighbourhood. 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Admission. 


Consequent upon the retirement of Frederick Shepherd Champion from 
the firm of F. 8. Champion, Sons, & Hart, solicitors, Brighton, they have 
taken ito partnership Grorck Reaps, LL.M., solicitor; the old 
partnership with the said Frederick Shepherd Champion having been 
dissolved by mutual consent, The style of the new firm will be ions, 
Hart, Reade, & Co. (Gazette, April 7. 





General. 





a solicitor, for refusing to answer a question put to him as a witness in 
proceedings before the Lord Mayor at the Mansion House police-court. 
A summons had been taken out by Mr. Victor Wolff against Mr. Louis 
Joel for publication of an alleged libel said to be contained in the recital | 
toa certain deed, Counsel stated that the publication alleged was the | 
signature of the deed by Mr. Joel and the delivery of it to his own solicitor, 
Mr, Payne, who witnessed the signature. Mr. Payne had declined to | 
produce the original deed on the ground of privilege, and the Lord Mayor | 
held that he was justified in so declining. It was then sought to give 

secondary evidence of the deed by proving a copy, and Mr. Payne was | 
asked whether he had witnessed the signature of the original ; but he again 
declined to answer on the ground of privilege. ‘his rule was then 
obtained. After considerable discussion as to whether a solicitor who 
Witnessed a signature to a deed lost his privilege by the act of attestation | 
and was bound to answer the question whether he had witnessed it or not, 


Lord Atversronr, OJ,, expressed the view that he was bound to 
answer ; and counsel for Mr, Payne undertook on his behalf that he would 
answer the question whether he witnessed the signature or not, and the 

roceedings were dropped,—-Oounset, .f, J. David (McCall, K.C., with 

m); Avory, K.C., and &, D. Muir.— Times, 





That steady progress is being made with the lists in the Appeal Court is 
proved, says the Zimes, by the fact that in Appeal Court I. on the 7th inst. 
there was a King’s Bench final ap in the list which was set down as 
recently as the 12th of January. The cases in the new trial paper, work- 
men’s compensation cases, and Admiralty ap) set down in the present 
printed lists have also all been disposed of. In Appeal Court IIL. likewise 
a case in the list on the same day was set down as late as December last. 


Mr. Eugene Ray, in a paper on ‘‘ Young Lawyers and Some of the 
Obstacles They Encounter,” read before the Georgia Bar Association, and 
reported in the diéeny Law Journal, says the greatest trouble of all lies 
in the fact that there are too many young lawyers—too many in 
the profession and far too many more at the door awaiting admission. In 
the United States there is one lawyer to every 659 of the entire population, 
including men, women, children, negroes, Indians, Chinese, and 
in my home city, the beautiful city of Columbus, the Queen City of the 
Chattahoochee, of which it is said Atlanta ciaims to be a suburb, there is 
one lawyer to every 333} of the population. In the city ef Denver, Col., 
where, by a conjunction of circumstances, I was forced to sojourn acouple 
of years, there is one lawyer to every 185 of the population. There are in 
that city 1,000 lawyers. 
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An in’ ing decision has, says the New Jersey Law Journal, recently 
been rendered the Kentucky Court of Appeals upon the subject of 
contracts made by those who may be termed ‘‘ shrewd traders.”’ It ap 

that some timbermen ascertained that there was a valuable lot of 
standing timber upon some real estate belonging to two old ladies, who were 
not in position to know its value. The trees were worth in the neighbour- 
hood 700 dols., and the buyers induced the owners to enter into a contract 
to sell the timber for 250 dols. It was a clear case of the ignorance of 
the owners of the real value of their property. In rendering the decision 
the court said that ‘‘ where one party has means of knowledge of the 
subject of trade not available to the other, and by reason thereof knows 
of tacts material to the transaction, but fraudulently conceals the know- 
ledge from the other by wilful deception into believing a fact to exist 
by which the agreement was induced, the law does not deem it a meeting 
of the minds of the contracting parties, and the injured party is entitled to 
a rescission of the contract.’’ 

Questions of etiquette have, says the Globe, a great attraction for bar 
organizations all the world over. The interests of Australian barristers 
are guarded by ‘‘a committee of counsel,’’ whose achievements bear a 
strong resemblance to those of our own Bar Council. Here, for instance, is 
@ paragraph from its latest report : ‘‘ The committee expressed the opinion 
that it would be a breach of etiquette for any counsel to allow himself to 
be photographed with a view to the publication of any reproduction in 
the public press.’’ T'wo or three years ago a similar resolution was passed 
by the Bar Council, though more than one eminent member of the bar has 
chosen to ignore it. Here is another paragraph from the Committee of 
Counsel’s report : ‘“‘ The editor of the Cyclopxdia of Victoria addressed a 
letter to a number of counsel requesting them to furnish such particulars 
concerning their own personal and forensic careers as they would not 
object to see included in an article on the bench and bar. It was 
resolved by the committee that it should be left to the discretion and good 
taste of each of the counsel concerned to decide how far such request 
should be acceded to.”’ 

At the Devon Quarter Sessions, on the 4th inst., Lord Coleridge had 
given notice to move that certain rules be adopted as to proceedings for the 
confirmation of new licences, &c. He said it would be in the recollection 
of the justices that at the last sessions two resolutions were adopted : (1) 
That every acting justice for the county be a member of the county 
licensing committee ; and (2) that the practice and procedure of the com- 
mittee be the same as those of quarter sessions. These resolutions had to 
be submitted to the Secretary of State, and he regretted to say that he 
withheld his consent from the first resolution, considering it desirable, 
having regard to the working of the Act, that the number of the committee 
should be more limited. In regard to the other resolution, the Secretary 
of State had written that he had no objection to it, provided that words 
were inserted to the effect that the procedure of sessions should be adopted 
by the committee as far as was practicable and consistent with the statu- 
tory rules drafted by the Secretary of State. For convenience of the dispatch 
of public business it was highly desirable that questions of confirming new 
licences and of compensating for the refusal of old ones, should be dealt 
with at the same time, in the same court, and under the same procedure. 
He therefore moved the adoption of one set of rules to govern the procedure 
in all cases. Sir John Kennaway drew attention to the omission of the 
old rule, under which applicants for new licences were allowed to appear 
either personally or by their solicitors or counsel. Under the proposed 
rule there could be no appearance by solicitor, and he moved that such 
appearance be permitted before the confirming committee. Mr. Watson 
seconded. The chairman said the omission of the old rule arose natur- 
ally out of the resolution adopted at the last sessions, that the procedure 
of the committee be the procedure of quarter sessions. Lord Coleridge 
agreed, and added that the cases in which solicitors had hitherto been com- 
petent to appear had been infinitesimal in number, and would probably not 
be more numerous in future. The dual procedure which would follow from 
the adoption of Sir John Kennaway’s motion would introduce a confusion 
which would be highly undesirable. Sir John Kennaway said if that was 
so he would move instead that the old rule apply to both confirming and 
compensating proceedings. ‘The motion was carried, and the rules as 
amended were adopted. 








Fixep Iscomes.— Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
vu # uew System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain figures. 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr. ] 





The Property Mart. 


Sale of the Ensuing Week. 


April 20.—Mesers. H. E. Fosten & Craxvierp, at the Mart, at 2:— 
REVERSIONS : 
To bth of a Trust Fund, value of £20,144, ladies aged 74 and 59; also to 


€ teenth of a Trust Fund, value £7,950, ladies aged 61, 74, and 59, | 


Solicitors, Messrs. Hey gate & Janes, Wellingborough. 
To £21,000 Conaols, with covering policies, on the death of six lives, provided a 
1 aged 26 survives; slay Share of Income in Possession and on 
opping of lives. Solicitors, W. Sanders Fiske, Esq., and Messrs. Blark, 
WAwards, & Co., London. 
To One-half of 4 Trust Furd, value £16,100, together with Policy of Assurance for 
£50. Bolicitors, Mevers. Lawrence, Graham, & Co., London. 

PO. aA ASSURANCE for £7,000, £1,000, £1,000, £500, £500, £100. Solicitors, 
Mesers. Ginn & Matthews, Cambridge ; E. Fitz-Payne, Eeq., London; ani 
Mesers. » Hancock, & Boutcher, Bristol. 

(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 


Result of Sale, 


residence situate in this favoured position, close to Albert Gate, Hyde Park, and Rotten Row. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or REGIsTRaARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date Emergency Appgeat Court Mr. Justice 
a OTA. No. 2. KEKEWICH. 


Mr. Justice 
FARWELL, 





Monday, April ......... 17 Mr. Church Mr. R. Leach Mr. Beal Mr. W. Leach 
ON aes, Greswell Godfrey Carrington Theed 
Wednesday . a ae King R. Leach Beal W. Leach 
Thursday .......0.sesceces 20 Farmer Godfrey Carrington Theed 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date Buckuey. JOYCE. Swinren Eapy. WaABRINGTON. 


Monday, April ......... 17 Mr. Farmer Mr. Pemberton Mr. Greswell Mr. Carrington 
; Church Beal 






RE 18 King Jackson : 
Wednesday . oe Farmer Pemberton Greswell Godfrey 
Thursday ........ evescoeco GD King Jackson Church R. Leach 


The Easter Vacation will commence on Friday, the 21st day of April, and terminate on 
Tuesday, the 25th day of April, 1905, both days inclusive, 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fripvay, April 7, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liumirep in CHANCERY. 


Hepincuamus Gas Licut Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before April 29, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert 
Balls, Cast e Hedingham, Essex : : : 

J Netson & Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 26, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Norris Henry Deakin 
Foster's bldgs, High st, Sheffield. Bowman & Firth, Sheffield, solors for liquidator 

Ovrwoop Puiastic Brick anp Terra Cotta Co, Limirep —Creditors are required, ou or 
betore May 24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to George Harry Lawton, 14, Brown st, Manchester. Sutton & Co, Manchester, 
solors for liquidator moe 

RocuDALE AMATEUR ATHLETIC Grounps, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented March 
28, directed to be heard at the Public Hail, Baillie st, Rochdale, May 12, at 10. Osborne, 
Rochdale, solor for yetner. Notice of sppearing must reach the above-named not later 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 10 4 : 

Sourn Coat Co, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented April 5, directed to be heard 
at Government bldgs, Victoria st, Liverpool, on April19. Thompson & McMaster, Liver- 
pool, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o’clock in the atternoon of April 18 

Wetsa Crown Srecrer Co, Limireo—Creditors are required, on or before May 4, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to E, C, Leaver, 
9, Queen st pl 

County PALatiIne OF LANCASTER. 
UnNuimiTep in CHANCERY. 
oRTABLE Burtpinc Co, Luutep—Creditors are required, on or before May 10, to send 

” their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James Todd, 

8, Winckley sq, Preston. Gaulter, Fleetwood, solor for liquidator 


London Gazette.—Turspay, April 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1n CHANCERY. 


Bootie axp District Binirostisg anp Apvertistnc Co, Liurep (1x Votuntary 
Liguipation)— Creditors are required, 0a or before April 26, to send their names and 
addresses, with full particulars of their debts or claims, to William Leach Jackson, May 
bldgs, 51. North Johu st, Liverpool ‘ : 

Barish Mayiza Estates Co, Luutrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 22, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Spencer 
Thornton Treffry, 39, Lombard st. Radcliffe & Co, solors for liquidator 

Crompros, Benrens, & Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on cr before May 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Edward 
Henry Langdon, 16, Oxford st, Manchester. Farrar & Co, Manchester, solors for 
iquidator 

ae Ham Buitpine Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 16, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to W Norman 
Bubb, 5, Philpot in. Vanderpump & Eve, Philpot In, solors for liquidator : . 

Feesu Paopuce. Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 22, to send in their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to ‘I J B Daniel, 57, 
Moo gate st - 

Sane & Co, Liurep (1s Votuntagy Liguipation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before May 13, to send in aed names Py seen, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Hardy W A Hislop, Broad st Houre é 

R ‘A EVERETT & oy —Petn for winding up, presented April 4, directed to be heard 
May 3. Redfern & Hunt, Abchurch In, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of May 2 

Zainton Barwery Co, Liuirep—Vetn for winding up, presented April 8, directed to be 
heard at the County Court, John st, Sunderland, May 25, at 11. Maples & Co, 
Frederick’s pl, Old Jewry, for Steel & Co, Sunderland, solors for petner. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

23 

4 Sreamsair Co, Limvrep (1s Liqomation)—Creditors are meguead, on or 
bef.re May 22, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Robert Burn, 26, Great 8t Helens. Botteieil & Roche, St Mary Axe, sulors 
for liquidator 

Souru Liverroot AnD Garston Brtirostine Co, Limrrep (1m Votuntany Liquipation) 
— Creditors are required, on or before Arril 26, to send their names and addresses, with 
full particulars of their debts or claims, to William Leach Jackson, May bidgs, 51, 
North Jobn st, Liverpool j : 

Wituam Jameson, Limrrep (Inconroratep 1897)—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 11, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Henry Charles Wilson, 21, Gt Winchester st - 











| Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Craim, 
London Gazette.—F aipay, March 24, 
‘ Joun, Ferry bridge, York, Auctioneer April 17 Norwich and London Accident 
Bonne vsanee Auniciation'v Fanny Nightingale Roberts, Varwell, J Spink, Pontefract, 
York 


’ or! 


Messrs. TroLuore & Sons have sold 28, Hans-road, Hans-place, S.W.. the long leasehold 
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London Gasette.—Tuxspay, March 28 


Merepitn, Isanetta Lucy, Beaufort st, Chelsea April . Whinney v Meredith, Judge, 
Room No 252, Royal Courts of J ustice Lea, Lime 

Bunseeees, Fare Ann, Leeds april 26 jeden 3 Kaye, Kekewich, J Scott, 
Bradf 


London Gazette.—¥rivay, March 31. 


GaeEn, » Capt Puitie May 20 Walsh v Hibble, Kekewich and Joyce, JJ Capron, Savile 
onduit st 
seunke, Faancis. City rd, Gold Pen Manufacturer April 27 Legg v Mordan, Kekewich 
and Joyce, JJ Boyce, George st, Hanover sq 


London Gazette.— Fripay, April 7. 


Dav arr jo ., Bestest, Postman May 6 Longmire v Greatrix, Registrar, Preston 
Calli tackpoul 

Haut, Jase Enza etH, South Shields May 6 Joyce y Joyce, Swinfen Eady, J Slater, 
Newcastle on Tyne 

Jupee, Epis, Brick in, Bethnal Green, Licensed Victualler April 30 Chisholm v Judge, 
Buckley, J Milis, Bishopsgate st Without 

Lort, Amos, Buckton, y ‘ork, Innkeeper April 26 Loft v Loft, Joyce, J. Main, Carlisle 

SHANAHAN, MICHAEL, Lanrdowne rd, Dalston, Insurance Ageat May 12 Shanahan v 
Shanahan, Kekewich, J Stone, Finsbury cireus 


London Gaxette.—Tvurspay, April 11. 


Kine, Evizasets, Wilderness Farm, Hever, Kent May 10 Young v Gasson, Farwell, J. 
Turner, Kast Grinstead 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Ciarm, 
London Gazette.—Frivay, March 31. 


Atsorr, Witu1am, Torquay, Butcher May 1 Hamlyn, Torquay 

ApseTTs, Mary Any, Scarborough April 30 Hall, Eckington 

ABBOUIN, SIDNEY, Dutoitepan, Kimberley May 1 Margaret Jeffery, Knotsaford Lodge, 

vern 
Batpwin, Stersen James, Bromley, Manufacturer of Beekeeping Appliances May 17 
Grundy & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Beckett, W1LL1Am Joun, Highgate hill May 1 Short, Norfolk st, Strand 

Botton, Ann Howe, Delamere, nr Northwich Junel Churton & ‘Son, Chester 

Bo.itrox, Mary ANN ‘Worsro. p, Southampton May10 Mowll & Mowil, Dover 

Boutros, Ricuarp, Loftus, Yorks April 29 Hoggett, Lofcus 

Boutton, Ricwarp, Bournemouth May 21 Earengey, Cheltenham 

Boyp, Epwarp Lennox, Folkestone May 27 Atkey & Co, Sackville st, Piccadilly 

Brigx_ey, WALTER, Leicester April 29 Harvey & Clarke, Leicester 

Cassincuam, WiLLiAM, Tunbridge Wells, Furniture Dealer May 1 Beeching & Son, 

Tunbridge Wells 

CreLanpb, Witu1a4M, Bootle, Lancs May13 Field & Co, Liverpoo! 

Coacrr, Henry, Mayfield Sussex, Farmer May 1 Sprott & Suns, Mayfie! 

CONGREVE, SAMCEL BU ny, Harborough Magna, Warwick, Farmer May . a puller & Son, 
Rugb 

CouLson “SZ.cvew, Spennymoor, Duwham, Iron Manufacturer April 22 Graham & 
Shepherd, Sunderland 

Craven, GeorGe Porrie, Gt 8t Helens Junel Stoke & Stokes, Gt St Helens 

Cummixe, = Gu Macrurrsoy, thanklin, 1 of W May 9 Durham & Co, Arundel st, 
Stran 

De Naroys, Emity Cnaveav Baroness, Tunbridge Wells April 29 Staffurth, Bognor 

Denny, EpwAaxp Maynsarp, Chiddingstone, Kent May 15 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 

Dow isa, Rev Joun Perer, Balsali Heath, Birmingham May1 O’Connor, Birmingham 

ELLivTT, ‘Tuomas, Stanley, nr Wakefield, Farmer May 1 Weddall & Elnott, Leeds 

Emery, Exeaxon :, Pendleton, Lancs May 31 Walker & Co, Manchester 

Fieipixe, Hannan, Glossop, Derby May1 Clayton & Son, Ashton under Lyne 

Grauam, Joan, Elm Park rd, Chelsea May 2 Piper, Norfolk st, Strand 

GranaM, MaxGarer Anye, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester May 13 Partington & 
Allen, Manchester 

GranamM, Wittiam James, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester May 13 Partington & 
Allen, Manchester 

Greesuaen, Ricnarp, Little Lever, Lancs May5 Dowling & Co, Bolton 

Greasox, James, Heyhouses, ur St Annes on the Sea, Lanes, farmer April 30 Butcher, 
Blackpool 

Harrison, Rosert, Spennymoor, Durham April13 Jennings, Bishop Auckland 

Hearver, Witiiam, Paignton, Veyvon May1 Hamlyn, Torquay 

Hew ty, Evizasetu Harnirt, Calae, Wilts Aprils Henly, Calne, Wilts 

Hoe, Carovine AMELIA, Stanwick road, West Kensingwun May lz Webb & Co, Argyll 
st, Regent st 

Horktns, Jonatuan, Biddu'ph, Staffs, Butcher Apiil@® Sheldon & Piant, Congleton 

Hoproy, "Heyry Stevnen, Y. rk, Denial Surgeon May1 Holtby & Procter, York 

Howaxp, Haynan, E+st Dereham Norfolk MayS8 Barton & Sons, East Dereham 

Honraney, Isapen. Mary Janz, Derby vil'as, Forest Hill May 22 Clark & Bradley, 
Blackpool 

Jervis, Fuxances, Axbridge, Somerset April 28 March, Axbridge 

Loca, CATHERINE Goxrpox, Coleherne rd, Marl’s Court May 10 Farrer & Co, Lincoln's 
inn fields 

Lovupay, Acyes E.eayorne Avavstr, West Dulwich May 16 H G Kimber, Turney rd, 
West Dulwich 

Makergace, Martaa, Hooper, Costilla, Colorado, USA April 29 Lord, Manchester 

Mansuaiu, Ronerr, Queen's rd, Battersea, Laundry Propiictor May 1 Hat -hewt-Jones 
& Co, Mark In 

Mean, Fanyy, Sutton, Surrey April 30 Charles, Copthall av 

Mippueros, JANE, et John’s Wood May1lz Ellen, Chancery la 

Mosny, Groner, Eckington, Derby April 30 Hall, Eckington 

Moss-Biunpeny, Evey, North Ferriby, Yorks May 8 Whilson-Barkworth, Hull 

Nempnarp, Major General Wit.iam, Devonshire pl, Portland pl May 6 Skewes-Cox, 
Lancaster pl, Strand 

Orrewitt, Sorma, Mendlesham, Suffolk April 28 Gudgeons & Co, Stowmarket 

Payy, lies y, Folkestone, Builder May 12 all, Folkestone 

PEARSON, JRMIMA, Saltbura by the Sea, Yorks May 1 Wright & Co, Bradford 

Pais, Euiza, Mountain Ath, Glam April 10 Morgan & Co, Pontypridd 

Paice, Reva Lioyp, Builth, Beecon May 13 Price, Builth 

Pairst, ALYaeD Arruur, Harrow, Farmer May 1 Sayer & Cadle, Clifford's inn, Fleet st | 

Sarra, WititaAm, Heywood, Lancs, Bleacher May 13 Jackson & Co, Rochdale 

Srepmam, Rev Harry Cuances Piumen, Leire, Leicester April 30 Ingram & Co, 
Leicester 

Srewarp, Frances Jann, Clewer, Berks Ap:il25 Freeman & Son, Foster In, Cheapside 

SweetLove, Tuomas, Cobham, Miller May lz Sweetlove, Lower Coombe st, South C cuydon 

Tuomson, Wi. Liam Liverpool April 27 Field & Co, Laverpool 

Tunisen, Evizaners, Loughborough April 29° Deane & Son, Loughborough 

TaugspaLe, Wic.iAM, Manchester, Manufacturer Apri 28 Pric e, Manchester 

Wanner, Evizanern, Southampton Janel Warner & Kirby, W "incheste Yr 

Wervenent, James, Si lves, Hunts Mav 6 Rogers & Hudsons, Richmond, Yorks 

Wurraker, Annis, Brough, Yorks Apml 29° Wigan & Co, Norfolk House, Victoria 
Embankment 

Wiens, Batza Hannier Forsyrn, Porchester pl, Hyde Park April 25 Shaen & Co, 
Bedford row 

WiLLETT, Yagi , Montpellier terr, Brighton, Brewer May 10 Gnritlith & Co, Old Steyne, 
Brighton 

WiLte, Maen pa, Ryde, Lof W, Tobacconist April 26 Vincent, Ryde 

Wopexousr, Rey Thomas, Cobham, Kent May 6 Whitford, Budge row 

Wyatt, Axtuvx Wauiace, Chingford, Essex May 6 Regge, Finsbury circus 














London Gaszeue.—Touxapay, April 4. 
Sammnen, Seve, New Cross rd, Cabinet Maker April30 Avery & Wolverson, New 


Gane Oe Wituam Reqanten Rianp, sgn 1d, Cricklewood May 31 Hadley: 


Betpam, Mary Ann, Tecsinghoen, Cambridge Banham, Royston, Herts 
Best, CraRrtes Mace, Pare Hants May 12, aes oe Son, Portsea, Hants 
Boapur, Apet, Liscard Smith & Son, Liverpool 


Burt, Ayye Euma, te a ‘April 25 Thanet & Sons, Gresham st 

BusBy, Gzorce Cuases, Stoke Newington rd, Licensed Victualler May 1 Young & Co, 
Laurence Pountney hill, Cannon 

Burier, Henry, Princes End, Staffs April18 Perry, Wolverhampton 

Dav ~*~. Hexny r+ ama Horsmay, Australian av, Barbican May 15 Ashford, Gt 

T rou; 

Davis, Ratrn Hvsert, Brent Knoll, Somerset, Auctioneer May1 Clara Alice Davis, 

East Dulwich grove 


ar ~~ Sponen, Mowbray, Cape Town, Capeof Good Hope May 16 Mumford 
Farr, Burkanera Emaa, Iron Bridge, Salop, General Dealer May 1 Thorn-Pudsey, 


Foster, Euizasera, Halifax April15 Dey, Halifax 

Gasrigi, TSAao, Woolwich, Tailor May 1 ——~ Woolwich 

Harryer, Tuerese Cano.ine Curistiane, York June1l Crombie & fons, York 

— — £8, OLIVER Braypwoop, Haslingden, Lancs May6 Robinson & Sons, Black- 

urn 

Hagtey, James Jouy, King’s rd, Edmonton May3 Fitzgerald, Chancery In 

Haamer, Frepenicx, Stamford Hill May 17 Janson & Co, College hil 

aes — SLocGatr, Boscastle, Cornwall, Merchant i 1 Shelly & Johns, 

ymout 

Hawxswortu, Wittram, Shap, Westmorland, Yeoman April30 Arnison & Co, Penrith 

Hixpsaven, Wit.1am, Barnsbury rd, Surgeon Muy 1 Lewis & Sons, Wilmington sq 

amen er me Brympton, nr Yeovil, Ga April 22 Crossman & Uo, Thornbury, 

Glos 

Hopkins, Emma, Tewkesbury April28 Moore, Tewkesbury 

InGLepew, Mary, Maltby, (Me my Yorks May 9 Watson & Co, Stockton on Tees 

Jackson, Roperr, Sutton ‘Bonnington, Notts May9 Traveli, Nottingham 

JENNINGS, Maritpa, Hendon May 25 Newton & Co, Finsbury circus 

Jessop, IsaBELLA, Clarendou 1d, Holland Park May 6 Reader & Co, Moorgate st 

JonEs, "Davin, Swansea May 1 Leeder & Morris, Swarsea 

Kay, Janez, Rhyl, Flint May 2 Crofton & Co, Manchester 

Kemp, Epwakrp, Greatham, West Lirs, Hants April 25 Bove, Alton, Hants 

Lez, Jous Henry, Collingham gdns, South Kensington June 1 Chew & Sons, Man- 
chester 

Lercu, Wiit1aM Georce, Leamington June1 Chew & Sons, Manchester 

Lituretoy, Letitia Suitx, Birmingham May 15 Hadley & Dain, Birmingham 

McFappes, Micuaet, Portsea, Hants May1 Bolitho, Portsea 

MaveE.ey, *Winuiam ‘Groner, Sparkhill, Worcester, Curmer April 29 Foster &-Co, 
Birmingham 

Marks, ANN, Penzance, Basket Maker May 11 Hancock, St Agnes, Cornwa’l 

Mar.ow, Winuram, Denton, Lancs May 8 Drinkwater & Co, Hyde 

Mipp.etox, Mary, Eastbourne May 15 Brett & Co, Manchester 

Monroy, Jonny, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Woolsorter May 5 Cadman & Co, Cleckheaton 

N ALDER, Fie.pixa, St George’s sq_ May6 Collyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford 10w 

Neepuam, Witiam, N bam, Music Dealer May5 Rorke & Jeckson, Nottingham 

Parsons, Miriam Aveu STA, Collingwood av, Muswell Hill May 3 Taylor & Co, Strand 

Sawyers, Kicuarp Bureess, Gt Crosby, Lancs, Cow yo May 15 Dore, Diverpool 

Sepvon, James, Liverpool May 15 Gibbons & 

Siuaoxs, Heyry, Maida vale april28 Morgan& Upjohn, Holborn viaduct 

Sye.t, Exxest Skinner, Krugersdorp, Witwatersrand, Transvaal Colony, Medical 
Practiuoner com 39 Renshaw & Co, Suffulk In, Cannon st 

Srock, Jaye, Harrogate April10 Titley & Paver-Crow, ——— 

Sykes, Keusty, Healey, Baticy, Yorks. Rag Merchant Junel Brearley, Batley 

Timorny. ft Bryn Ralit, Menai Bridge, Wine Merchant May 2 Mather & 
Son, Liverpo» 

Vick, Jeasxe Loviss Hennietre, Young's corner, Hammersmith May 3 Gibson & Co, 
Portugal st bldgs. Lincoln inn 

Wrraas, Sanau Jang, Ulverson May 12 Hart & Co, Ulverston 

Wirey, £xua Betrxpa, Erdington, Warwick May 22 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 

Wixsoy, Ciara Jane, Baildon, Yorks April 29 Freeman, Bradford 

Yarers, Conswacu Hoipen, Exton, Bury, 5 Victualler May 13 Butcher & 


Barlow, Bury 
London Gasette.—¥Frivay, April 7. 

Arpenx, Manton Spencer, Nottingham May1 Littlewood & Chatwin, Nottingham 

Asurox, Mary Hansan, Withington, Manchester April 30 Barrow & Smith, Manchester 

Asxwoop, Jou, Sierra Leone. Africa July 1 Meade-King & a, Bristol 

Baity, Hrsry, Ghacechurch st May 9 Murray & Co, Birchin In 

Bawrox, Rev Josern, East Leigh, Havant, Hants May 31 Janson & A College hill 

Booker, Sir WiLu1am Lang, KCMG, Berkeley sg May 20 Harston & Bennett, Bishops- 
gate st Withia 

Brapury, “w Ropert Henay Avevstvus, Brunswick sq May8 Field & Co, Essex st, 
Stranc 

Burerss, Josern, Leicester May 10 Williams, Leicester 

Capgut, yh ee Peeks Hurpford, Ovtery St Mary, Devon May 9 Smith & Son, 
Old 

Canorn, Cuarnies Jony, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer May 5 Walker & Hanon, 
Nottapgham 

Crowes, Ronzart, Ipstones, pr Cheadle, Staffa, Builder May 6 Herd & Co, Birmingham 

Cooke, Wittiam, Notungham, kngineer May 31 Freeth & Co, Nottingham 

Craster, Jous Cuarces Pociermr, Craster Tower, Northumberland May 13 Dre: & 
Thompscen, Newcastle upon Tyae 

Darvoy, Hexry Cuartes, Kingston upon Hall, Whitesmith May 15 Iveson & Wes, 
Hull 

Dusca.r, Any, Marske by the Sea, Yorks May 7 Hoggett, Loftus 

Dusx, Joux, Brighton May 15 La: gtield, Brighton 

Fain, Jous Wii1aM, Sarisbury, Hants May lv Allen, Portsmouth 

Fauikyer, ALEXANDSR Save, Onleton Rise, Hereford May 15 Weyman& Co, Ludl.w, 
Salo 

Gaypy, Sou Epwarps, Essex, Farmer May 7 Dutlield & Sons, Chelmsford 

| Greaves, Witiiam, Hampstead, Jeweller Apnl 28 Greaves, Serjeante’ inn 

GREENAWAY, Mary BiizaneTn, Sparkbrook, Bamingham May®d Sherwin, Birmirgham 

Gaimsrox, ELLEs Many, Leicester May 10 Willams. Leicester 

Hamat, Vice Admiral Janrs Lacoy, CVO, Maita May 1 Wordsworth & Co, Blooms. 
bury 

Bouuresnann, Ricwanp, Bradley, nr Skipten, Farmer April — Brown & Co, Skipton 

Houiisas, Wiitiam, Seawthorpe Grange, Bentley with Arssey, Yorks, Parmer Ma) 8 
Atkinson & Sons, Doncaster 

Ifouwgs, Cuances, Hawksworth, Guiseler, Yorks May 6 Soott, Leeds 

Hucues, Carurains, Cemaes L'audadrg, Anglesey May 15 Thornley & Cameron, 
Liverpool 

Jonxsox, Jonx, Higher Crumpsal!, Manchest'r, Hat Manufacturer May 19 Cooper, 
Manchester 

Juuiax, Ronexr, Braunton, Devon June 2i Chesterman, Bath 

Kise, Groner, Saffron Walden Mav 20 Wade & Lyali, Saffron Walden, Essex 

Kixesnuny, Maarua, St Lecmards on Sea May 15 = Tayler & Son, Gt James et, Bedford 
pow 


MoGurscseer, Sone, Faunce st, Kennington May 15 Barnes, Railway app, London 
Bri 


ridge 
Macruwaty, Mawa Mancaner, Matching Grin, Harlow, Essex Mayl Richardson & 
©o, Much Hadham, Herts 
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Mane, Marra, St Mary’s rd, Peckham May 4 A F & R W Tweedie, Lincoln’s inn | Ryper, Jonny Wittiam Wacrers, Devonport May 10 Venning & Co, Devonport 


Mexpetsonn, Zimet, Whitechapel rd, Restaurant Keeper June 5 Raphael & Co, 
st 


* Moors, Tuomas,Grimsby May 10 Barker, Gt Grimsb 


y 
Newron, Tuomas Watson, Crawcrook, Durham, Miner May 24 Stobo & Livingston, | 


April 21 Little & Lyle, Bath 

Oxzsuam, Tuomas Henry, Shirebrook, Derby, Hut Proprietor May8 Alcock, Mansfield 
Dorset May 18 Coxwell & Pope, Southampton 

Mayi3 Hicklin & Co, Trinity sq, Southwark 

Pickup, Epauyp, Moorside, Oldham, Licensed Victualler May13 Smith, Oldham 
Pircuer, tne nay ALFRED, William st, Hampstead rd, Cabinet Manufacturer May 15 


Newcastle upon Tyne 
NicHo.ts, Samve., Bradford, Manchester 


Parpey, Wits, Parkstone 
Putturrs. Tuomas, East Croydon 


. [ropmonger In 


PritcHarD, Anrnur, Croydon May7 Paice & Cross, Clement’s inn 
May 12 Dobson, Kendal 


Rouixson, Heney, Kendal, Westmorland, Coal Dealer 


Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gazette.—Tvurspay, April 4. 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Acton, Gzorcz, Runcorn, Cheshire, Farmer April 12 at 3 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

ARNSFIELD, Anne Hveues, Dolgelley, Stationer April 14 at 
12 Town Hall, Aberystwyth 

Bagrsett, Wiiu1am, Landport, Naval Pensioner April 13 
at4 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Bearp, Water, Shetlieid, Insurance Broker Apri 13 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Brsxuan, Hyman, Leeds, Slipper Maker April 12 at 12.15 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Buacksurys, Wi.tiiAm, York, Plasterer April 14 at 2.30 
Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Brocs.envurst, Joun, Walton, Chesterfield, Licensed Vic- 
tualler April 12at2 Angel Hotel, Chestertield 

CHATTERTON, HAROLD GzouGe, Kingswn upon Hull, Grocer 
April 12at11 Off Rec, ‘fnnity House in, Hull 

CuipyaLt, Hersert Barver, Croydon, Baker April 12 at 
11.30 24, Railway app, London Bndge 

Cotiixes, Harotp Epwarp, Newcastle on Tyne, Licensed 

ictualler Aprili2at1i Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New- 
° on e 

DanyenserG, Samvet, Southport, Lancs, House Furnisher 
April12at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Davina, Davin, Aberbargoed, Mon, Grover April 12 at 12 
135, High st, Merthyr Tydtil 

Derick, Cuaties, Melyncrythan, Neath, Glam, Milk 
Vendor April 13 at 12 Off Rec, #1, Alexandra rd, 

jwansea 

Desricovet, Harry, Birmingham, Publican Aprill2 at 12 
191, Corporation st, Bu mingham 

Dope, Caagzes Maitianp, litord 

diord row 

Exkisetox, Caagtotte, Leeds, Costumier 
11.40 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Farr, Georce Metsun, and Hexmany» Git, Chestertield, 
Jewellers April 12 at z.40 Angel Hotel, Chestertield 

Faise, Hexry Jous, Lewes, Outfitter April 12 at 11 30 
County Court Ottice, High st, Lewes 

Gitus, Feepericx, Pill, Somerset. General Dealer's 
Manager April 12 at 11.80 Of Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 


April 14 at 3 14, 
April 13 at 


Goopwis, Jouy Attex, Dunham Hill, Chester, Farmer 
April 12 st 11 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 
Gaeateatcu, WittiamM Cuar.es, Buisiem, Staffs, Meat 
Salesman April izat 11.30 Of Kec, King st, New- 
castle under Lyme, Staffs 
Cone ae Old st, Uity rd April 12 at 11 Bankruptey 
st 


gs, 
Hazsis, Danier, Anerley April 12 at 12.30 24, Railway 
London Bridge 


app, 

Hvsss, GItpert, Awe:sham, Bucks, Coal Merchant April 
1Zat12 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Hucues, Hvcu, Brynsiencyn, L'anidan, Anglesey, Coal 
Dealer April 12 at 3.30 Crypt chmbrs, Kasigate row, 


Isciesos, Joszru Hexezy, Leeds April 12 at 12 Off Rec, 
22, Park row, Leeds 

Jacxsox & Co, Doughty st, Middlesex, Merchants 
14at 230 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Joxes, Evax, Lianfaistechan, Carnarvon, Insurance Agent 
April 12 at12 Crypt chmbre, Kastgate row, Chester 

Kest, Sterazs, Yaraiey, Worcester, Builder April 14 at 
11 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Lawsos, Witiiam Geonce, Cheltenham, Hosier 
at 3.15 County Court bidgs, Cheltenham 

Lavy, Barren H, Hyde Park pi April 17 at 2.30 
ruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Littiz, Witiiau, Leeds, Tinner April 13 at 11 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Lioyn, Bovert, Carnarvon, Watchmaker April 12 at 2.40 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Marsuart, Janes, King's Heath, Worcester, Builder 
Aprillzatil 191, Cosposation st, bumingham 

Mogcas, Korert, Ton y, Glam, Boot Dealer April 
14 at 12 125, High +t, Merthyr T'ydtil 

Monsis, Coacies, Erdingwn, Warwick, Corn Merchant 
April 14412 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Mose.s, Joux, Pembroke, Coach Builder April 24 at 12 29 
Temperance Hall, Pembroke Dock 

Mostiockn, Kuszet, Rusthall av, Bedford Park, Journalist 
April 12 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Moztuxs, Wittiax Hexey, Hale, ur Altrincham, Maxon 
April 12 at 2.40 Off Kec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Mover, Jonus Lock woov, Ipewich, Horse Dealer April 14 
at 20 OM Kec, 6, Princes , lpewich 

Meesay, James Ociven, Kothbury, Northumberland, 

Apriiizat iw Ont Rec, Ww, Mosley xt, 

Neweastic on-Tyne 

Newnan, Furonaicx Janes, Lower Addiscombe rd, Croy- 
don, Glas t April 14 at 11w 4, Kailway 
app, Loudon bridge 


April 


April 13 


Jank- 


Niearisoare, Witten Davin, Aberyetwyth April 14 at 11 


Tows Hall, Aberystwyth 


Scort, Resgecca Purkiss, Sunbury on Thames May 16 Gole, Lime st 


| Lincoln’s inn 
Srory, Henry VALENTINE. 
Nottingham 








Nortsence, Jonny, sep, Ranby, Retford, Notts, Farmer 
April 12at3 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Owen, Ricuarp, Efail Bach, Caethraw, Lianrug, Carnar- 
von, Stonemason April 12 at 3 Crypt chmbrs, East- 
gate row, Chester 


Prye.ope, Eran, Somerset, Curzon st, Mayfair May 4 


' 


Lawrence & Co, New sj, 


, Rearsby Old Hall, Leicester May 10 Wells & Hind, 


| Srritr, AvcusTa, Kingston upon Hull, Licensed Victualler May 14 Leak & Co, Hull 
SypenHam, Evizasera, Honiton, Devon i 
Trarnor, James, Newcastle upon Tyne, Tobacconist May 20 Swinburne, Gateshead 

| TweppLe Mary, Waterloo, nr Liverpool May 19 Thornely & Cameron, Liverpool 

| Watsoy, Anntz Ameria, Sheen rd, Richmond May 10 Humphreys & Son, Giltspur 

cebmbrs, Holborn viaduct 

Watson, WALTER, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler April 22 Clay, Sheffield 
Wicks, James, Colchester May1 Wittey & Denton, Colchester 

| Woops, CaTnErine, Harlesden May 10 Lendon, Budge row 

' WRENSHALL, CATHERINE, Manchester, Greengroc:r May19 Higham, Manchester 


April 30 Hellier, Honiton 


NigutincaLe, WiiiiaM Davin, Aberystwyth Aberystwyth 
Pet March 23 Ord March 31 


| Nooy, WiLL1aM GrorGe, and Jonny Henry Noon, Caledonian 


Owens, Jon, Llandudno, Railway Porter April 12 at 11.30 | 


Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 


Pant, Gzorce, jun, Walton, Suffolk, Carter April 14 at 


2.45 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Ray, Wiii1am Henry, Liverpool, Leather Dealer April 12 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Reeves, Atrrep, Kingston upon Hull April 12 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Trinity House in, Hull 


Rosiyson, Tuomas, and Jonn Jackson Epwarps, Seaton | 
Sluice, Northumberland, Builders April 12 at 12 Off | 


Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Rooke, Taomas Hessert, Brighton, Stationer April 12 at 
3 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Row .anps, Witi1am, Tenby, Pembroke, Licensed Victual- 
ler April15at11.15 Off Rec, 4, Quen st, Carmarthea 

ScuyeipermMas, Baryert, Bridport pl, New North rd, 
Provision Dealer April 13 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Pn Freaxk Anrtuvur, Trowbridge, Wilts, Grocer 
April 12 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Suime.p, JoserH, Shettield April 13 as 12 Off Rec, 
Figtree In, Sheffield 

Ssowpun, Marrnew Henry, Kirbymoorside, York, Draper 
April 17 at 11.30 Court house, Northallerton 

Srarrorp, Ceci. Mowntacue, Leeds, Photographer April 
13 at12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Syme.ett, Wictiam Henry, Gt Yarmouth April 18 at 
10.15 Mr Lovewell Blake, South quay, Gt Yar- 
mouth 

Waker, WituiAm Hesry. York, Grocer April 17 at 3 
Off Kec, the Red House, Duncombe pl, York 


Warkiss, Georce, Merthyr Tydfil, Innkeeper April 14 at 3 | 


135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Wairecey, Cuarvotre, Eland, nr Halifax, Grocer April 
lzat 330 Off Rec, fown Hall 
Wickixs, Wittiam Epwis, Bristol, Carpenter April 12 
at12 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apams, Freperick, Little Cressingham, Norfolk, Farmer 


King’s Lyun Pet Aprili Ord April 1 

Bareatt, Georce, N 
March 31 Ord March 31 

Bares, Jouy Puuir, Cambridge, Lodging house Keeper 
Cambridge Pet April1l Ord Apiil 1 

Baxter, Freperick Cuarves, Frithville gdns, Shepherd's 


ead, Surrey Greenwich Pe; | 


Bush, Hosier High Court Pet Marcn18 Ord April 1 | 


Bexyrvus, WaAtrer, South Molton st High Court Pet 
¥eb 22 Ord March 39 

Brackxsvers, Witiiam, York, Plasterer York Pet March 30 
Ord March 30 

Brows, James, Broughton, Northampton, Farmer North- 
armpton Pet March 31 Ord March 31 

Canty, Hexry Hitt, Kingston upon Hull, Batcher and 
Grocer Kingston upou Huli Pet March 30 


March 30 | 
Cox. Reaixatp Louis, Kew Gardens, Wine Merchant 
Wandsworth Pet March 41 Ord March 31 


Cross, Lovis Htrpven, Newgate st, Merchant 
Pet March 7 Ord March 30 

Dittos, Mary Kezia, Liantaisfechan, Carnarvon, Bangor 
Pet March31 Ord March 31 

Decxitt, Tom, Hensworth, Yorks, Grocer 
March 30 Ord March #0 

Erxixoron, Cuancorre, Leeds, Costumier, 
March 6) Urd March 30 

Frise, Hexnzy Joun, Lewes, Outfitter Lewes 
28 Ord March 30 

Frost, Cuartes Heney, Doncaster, Coal 
Sheffield Pet March 4) Ord March 30 

Gaeateatch, WiittAm Cuarces, Burslem, Staffs, Meat 
Salesman Hanley Pet March14 Ord Aprill 

Gaees, Joux Gerew Penoy, NewcastleonTyne Newcastle 


High Court 


Leeds Pet 
Pet March 
Merchant 


Wakefield Pet | 


| Buipawarer, Tatsot, Oxford st, Specialist 


on Tyne Pet March 9 Ord March 40 
Grew, Lion, Old st, Cityrd High Cou:t Pet Feb {6 Ord | 
March W 
Grosse, Saran Awy, Sheffield, Furniture Dealer Sheffield 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Aprill 


Harri, Jons Tuomas, Atherton, Leigh, Lanes, Dryrulter 
Bolton Pet March 2) Ord March 40 

Haxnison, Wittiam Watvore, Worksop, Noits, Grocer 
sheffield Pet March 61 O1d March 31 

Hestes, Ferorascx, Feochurch st, Land Agent High 
Court Wet Feb% Ord April 1 

Ixoiesos, Josern Henny, Leeds 
Ord March 41 

Jexkine, Bioxey, Lianfairfechan, Carnarvon 
Apoll Ord Aprill 

Littix, Witttam, Leeds, Tinner 
Ord March 20 


Leeds Pet March 10 
Bangor Pet 


| CLuarke, JonN 


} 


Leeds Pet Mar.h 20 | 


Murvert, Antuve Janus, Lowestoft, Outfitter Gt Yar- | 


mouth Pet March 41 Ord March 41 

Uaway, James Oniven, Rotbbury, Northumberland, | 
Watchmaker Newcastle on Tyne Pet March 61 Oid 
March 41 


{ ELKinaTon, 


rd, Islington, Tailors High Court Pet March 24 Ori 
March 30 


Owen, Joun, Skewen, Coedfranc, Glam, Ir nmonger Neath 
and Aberavon Pet April1l Ord April 1 

Porrors, Isaac, Crowland, Lincs, Machine Owaer Peter- 
borough Pet Aprill Ord April 1 

Prextis, WaLter Hengy, Gt Tower st, Hay Salesman 
High Court Pet Feb17 Ord April1 

Paces, Fraeperick Coors, Bootle, Lancs, Tailor Liverpool 
Pet March 30 Ord March 30 

Ropinson, C M, Melcombe Regis, Dorset, Engineer 
Dorchester Pet Feb18 Ord March 30 

Ssow, Srernen, Telford rd, West Hendon, Build r 
Barnet Pet March 2 Ord March 39 

Srarrorp, Cecit Montacue, Leeds, Photographer Leeds 
Pet March 30 Ord March <0 

Stevenson, Matruew Sivxciair, Birmingham  Birming- 
ham Pet June30 Ord March 30 

SumMERsbELL, Jounn, Prestatyn, Flint, Boot Dealer Bangor 
Pet March 30 Ord March 3) 

Trask, Annig, Blaenclydach, Glam, Fruit 
Pontypridd Pet March31 Ord March 31 

Veat, Stantey Cuartes ULiatnorne, Crakehall, nr 
Bedale, Yorks, Auctioneer Northallerton Pet March 
29 Ord March 29 

Wacker, Wiit1AmM Henry, York, Grocer York Pet Apr'l 
1 Ord April 1 

Watkins, Georcr, Merthyr Tydfil, Innkeeper Merthyr 
Tydil Pet March 30 Ord March 30 

Wutrevey, Cuasrorre, Elland, nr Halifax, Grocer Hali- 
fax Pet March 80 Ord March 30 

Wutre.ocke, Freperick Witiiam Srerusn, Nottingham 
Coal Merchant Nottingham Pet Feb 15 Ord 
March 30 

ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Suirs, Sipyty Vye, Swanage, Coal Merchant 
Adjud Feb 10,1905 Annul March 20, 1905 
SuwackeL, WILLIAM, Reading Readiog Adjud Dec 6, 1904 
Annuil March 16, 1905 
London Gazette.—FRripay, April 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Avpripar, A F, King st, St James’s, Estate Agent High 
Cout Pet Feb 16 Ord April 3 

Appreyvanp, Wivitam, Lancaster, 
Preston Pet April3 Ord April 3 

BaiLey, ArTHUR Howakgp, Castle Fields, Shrewsbury, Com- 
mission Agent Crewe Pet April5 Ord April 5 

Barter, Frank C, Palewell Park, East Sheen Wands- 
worth Pet Nov2s Ord Dec 15 

Becxertoy, Roverr, Morecambe, Fruit Merchant Preston 
Pet April3 Ora April 3 

Birowers, Watrer, Bradford, Joiner Bradford [ct 
April3 Ord April 3 

Boocock, Josera Harrison, Kingston upon Hull, Cycle 
Agent Kingston upon Hull Pet April3 Ord April 3 

Boor, Witutiam Epwarp, Lowestoft, Gardener Ureat 
Yarmouth Pet April4 Ord April 4 

Bovcu, Epwarp, Milford Haven, Fish Buyer Pembroke 
Dock Pet March 23 Ord April 5 

Bovcury, Wituam, New Brighton, Cheshire, Builder 
Birkenhead Pet Feb 23 Ord April 3 


Merchant 


Poole 


Athletic Outfitter 


Bov.toy, AL¥kep, Thornton le Dale, Yorks, Joiner Scar- 
borough Pet April4 Ord April4 
Box, Sipney, Bishop's Froome, Herts, Labourer Wor- 


cester Pet April4 Ord April 4 
Boyer, Sauven Cuaries, Leicester, Manufacturing Sweet 
Confectioner Leicester Pet April5 Ord Apul5 
High Court 
Pet April3 Ord April 3 

Buttovesn, James Epwarp, Bolton, Tailor 
March 25 Ord April 5 

Bersows, Joun Henny, Stamford Baron, Northampton 
Derby Pet April4 Ord April 4 

Cappy, Ricnarp, Nelson rd, Steoud Green High Court 
Pet March 21 Ord April 3 

Carginctox, James Faepertcx, Leeds, Painter Leeds 
Pet April 4 Ord April 4 

Canrien, Lupovic, Bigden1rd, Hackney, Financial Agent 
High Court Pet Nov 22 Ord April 4 ; 

Cuatwix, Tuomas, Clarendon rd, Notting Hill, Builder 
High Court Pet March 24 Ord April 4 

Henny, and Tuomgs Ropers, 


Bolton Pet 


Castle 


Fields, Shrewsbury, Carpenters Shrewsbury let 
April5 Ord April 5 
Cranstos, Evwanp, Chandos st, Covent Garden High 


Court Vet March 15 Ord April 3 
Crowstey, ALvusp, and Grosce Sronesaper, Bedford, 
Nurserymen Bedford Pet AprilS Ord April 5 
Dow.anxn, W, Satton, Surrey, Builder Croydon Pet 
March 17 Ord April 4 
Warten Cuancur, Leeds, 
Pet April 3 Ord April 3 
Evans, Tuomas Panny, Florence, Longton, Staffs, School- 
master pPtoke upon Trent Vet April 8 Ord April 3 


Printer Leeds 


Pearso} 
Dea! 


PenTITH 
Tra\ 

PULLEN, 
™ 


Pet . 
RorHeEr 
Pet. 
SLATER, 
ig 
SLAUGH1 
Tred 


SranTon 


pent 
Sroney, 


> 
TayLor, 
Buil 
THorrE, 
Elec 
TorrineG 
Bri 


Barton, 
Pet. 


Issorso: 
Rec! 


ALprib« 
at lL 
Barna’ 


Baipaw 


Buiocr 
12.3 

Cappy, 
Bai 


0 
Carry, . 
lba 
Carrier 
Apr 
Cuarwi 
Apr 
Cransro 


Davey, 
, 
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ent GrorcE, Rhyl, Flint Bangor Pet-April 4 Ord 
attire, Margaret MoKecuniz, Barrow in Furness 
Dra) Barrow in Furness Pet A a 3 Ord April 3 
GrayTon, JAMES Epwarp Txomas, No} End, Portsmouth, 
Wine Merchant Portsmouth Pet April 4 Ord April 4 
@gEATOREX, hae a ours?” Notts, Grocer Sheffield 


Pet March17 Ord ril 3 
Baty, Lancs, Wheelwright Bolton 
4 


Gurmres, Tuomas 
Pet April 4 Ord Ap 

Heaty, JoHN hae sang ur t een, Solicitor 
Blackburn Pet April3 Ord A 

Masts, cerns Lucas, Hereford "Hereford Pet April 3 
Ord Api 

Howat pty Aberdare, Collier Aberdare Pet April 4 


pril 

Hunt, Frepenicx, Southend on Sea, es Contractor 
Chelmsford Pet April3 Ord April 3 

Bunst, JoserH, Gt Harwood, Coal Merchant Blackburn 

et March18 Ord April3” 

ay E:ten Louisa, and Cuartes Rupert Hickey, 
Wolverhampton, Iron Manufacturers Wolverhampton 
Pet April 4 Ord April 4 

Kemp, Harry Francis, Hanging Heaton, nr Dewsbury 
Cabinet Maker Dewsbury Pet April5 Ord April re 

LancasTER, Ernest Ciremmans, Watford, Salesman Sst 
Albans Pet April5 Ord April5 

Lowis, Witi1am Hewnszy, Cheshunt, Furniture Dealer 
Edmonton Pet March10 Ord April3 

MacxistTosu, Hucu Mackenztz, St Mark’s rd, Notting hill, 
Journalist High Court Pet April5 Ord April 5 

ie o™ Ancus Donaxp, Lag me Hotel Proprietor 

endal, Pet April 8 Ord April 3 

Ohecrany Ricaarp, Holyhead, Anglesey, Draper Bangor 
Pet April3 Ord April 3 

Mittes, WILLIAM tn Park rd, Battersea Park High 
Court Pet : 3 Ord April 3 

Morey, Jonny, gston upon Hull, Plumber Kingston 
upon Hull Pet April5 Ord April 5 

NeweE.u, Freperick CHARLES, ppt ser tel Foot, nr Halifax, 
Draper Halifax Pet April5 Ord April5 

Oram, Epwin, Staple Hill, Glos, Bootselier Briatol Pet 
April 3 Ord April 3 

Owsxs, Witt1am, Aberaman, Aberdare, Confectioner 
Aberdare Pet April5 Ord April 5 

Pearson, Heyry Wituiam, 8t Neots, Hunts, Furniture 
Dealer Bedford Pet April5 Ord April5 

PentiTH, CHarLes Epwarp, Bridlington, Commercial 
Traveller Scarborough Pet April4 Ord April 4 

Putten, 8, East Ham, Boot Dealer High Court Pet 
March 27 Ord April 4 

Reeves, Jouyx, Wo + Wolverhampton Pet 
April 5 Ord Ap’ ril 5 

Rippy, WILLIAM, MDunstable, Beds, Fishmonger Luton 
Pet April 3 Ord April 3 

Rornero, Wituiam Henry, Swansea, Haulier Swansea 
Pet A 0 4 

SLATER, = WETHERALL, Gt James st, Bedford row 
High Court Pet March18 Ord March ’30 

StavcuTer, Rees James, Gilwern, Brecon, 
Tredegar Pet April 5 Ord April 5 

Stanton, Penny, Penrhos, gammarch, puceem, Car- 
penter Newtown Pet April3 Ord April 3 

Stoney, Faxperick WILLIAM CLaypon, King’s rd, Camden 
rd, Actor High Court Pet April 3 Ord April 3 

TayLor, Tomas Merrcuant, Lower Ashstead, Surrey, 
Builder Croydon Pet March7 Ord April 4 

Tuorrr, Harry, Bartholomew villas, Kentish Town rd, 
Electrician High Court Pet April4 Ord April 4 

Torrinc, Wituiam, and ALEexanpeR Bovenury, New 
Brighton, — Builders Birkenhead Pet March 
13 Ord April 3 

Turner, Tuomas, Caistor, Lincs, Grocer Lincoln Pet 
April3 Ord April 3 

Wits, Joun Wriitiam, Middleton, Hartlepool, General 
Dealer Sunderland Pet ao 4 Ord April 4 

Woopeate, Jacos, Hampden Park, eterna, Builder 
Eastbourne Pet April3 Ord April 5 

Waicut, Water, Longfield, Kent, + aaa s Manager 
Rochester Pet March18 Ord "April 3 


Amended notice substituted for that ¢ [ee in 
the London Gazette of March 3: 


Barton, Samuet Freperick, Sheffield, ee Sheftield 
Pet March 17 Ord March 29 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Ispotson, Haroip A, Hill st, ed sq, High Court 
Rec Ora March 3 ‘Resc March 


FIRST senmunee. 


Avpribar, A F, King st, 8t James’, Estate Agent April17 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Bannatr, Grorar, Nunhead id April 18 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Brid 

Barss, Joun Put, Cambridge, "Lodging House Keeper 
April 17 at 12 of Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Bircu, Roxyaup Lione. Prnoy, Colchester, Captain Nor- 
folk Regiment April 19 at2 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

- ers, Water, Bradford, Joiner Aprill7at3 Off 

Rec 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Boor, Witt 1am Epwakp, Lowestoft, Gardener April 15 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Box, Sipyey, Bishops Froome, mers od Labourer April 
17 at 2 45, Cupenhagen st, Worceste’ 

BaipawatTer, Taxwor, Oxford st, Bpecialist April 18 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Buiiock, Annis Karte, Burstock rd, Putney April 18 at 
12.80 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Cappy, RicuArp, Nelsonrd, Stroud Green April 17 at 11 
Bankruptcy bid Carey st 

Canty, Henny Huw, Kingston upon Hull, Butcher April 
16 at 11 Off Reo Trinity House In, Hu 

Canrier, Lupovic, Sigden rd, Hackney, ye nema Agent 
April 20 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey s' 

Cuarwin, Tuomas, Clarendon rd. Notting Hil, Builder 


Grocer 


April 18 at 11 ‘Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Cranston, eda 7s Chandos st, Coyent gin April 17 atl 
tey bldgs, Carey st 
Davey, Anenen, 
0, Hammet st, Taunton 


» Grocer April 15 at 12.30 


Ducxirt, Tom, ew yong Yorks, Grocer April 17 at 11 
Off , Bond ter, W: akefield 
Gayton, Jawes Epwarp Tuomas, North End, Portsmouth, 
Wine Merchant April 18 at 4 Off Ree, Cambridge 
m june, og gg Wheelwright April 18 at 
RIFFITHS, ‘THOMAS a t 3 
19, E: st, Bolton ” 


Hatt, "Isapetua, North Shields, oye Stationer 
April 15 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


'yne 

Hatt, Joun Tuomas, Atherton, Lancs, Drysalter April 17 
at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Hares, Samuet Caartes, Mumbles, Glam, Hairdresser 
April 18 at12 Off Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Houeate, NATHANIEL, Colne, Lancs, Ba! Baker’ April 17 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st. Preston 

Howe tts, Jouy, Aberdare, Collier April 18 at 12 135, 
High st, Merthyr Ty: 

ine, oven Manchester, Cap Manufacturer April 15 at 

11.30 Uff Rec, Byrom st, ester 
i: wo Derby, Boot Repairer April 15 at 11.30 Off 
7, Full st, Derby 

Ly e.. Wacksan: Berwick upon Tweed, Cont fot 15 
at12 The King’s Arms Hotel, Berwick on T 

Morrertrt, joes AMES, Lowestoft, Outfitter Neal 17 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Pipp, Jonn Groner, Balford, Tea Dealer April 15 at 11 
Off 2, Byrom st, Manc 

Ratre, Wricut, & Co, Lower Thames st, Paper Merchants 
April 17 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Rosinson, Watrer Byatt, Frithville gdms, Shepherd's 
Bush, Commercial Traveller April 17 at 11 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Suita, Hexry, New Sawiley, Derby, Lace Manufacturer 
April 15at1i Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Srarrorp, Joan Spencer, Beeston, Notts, Foreman Engineer 
i= 18 at 11 Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 


m 
Srezt, Cartes, Shippen Farm, nr Crossgates, Yorks, 
peasnee April 17 at 2.30 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wake- 


Suntey, Witu1am, Clayton West, Yorks April 17 at 10.15 
Rec, 7, Regent st, Bar: nsley 

Torre, Harry, Bartholomew cane, Kentish Town rd, 
Electrician April 19 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Trask, Annie, Blaenclydach, Glam, Fruit Merchant April 
Wats 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Vuizry, Groxar, ‘Morriston, Swansea, | Engi ae Driver 
April 18 at 12.30 Off Rec, 31, Al 

Wuiryey, Joun Tuomas, Longsight, Manchester, Builder 
April 17 at 3 Off Ree, B m st, ester 

Witson, Gzorce, Ferryhill, urham, Innkeeper April 17 
at3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Youne, ALEXANDER, North Shields, Cabinet Maker April 
15 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of April 4: 


D cx, Caries, Melyncrythan. ey Glam, Milk 
mE Vendor April 13 at 12 Off Ree, 3 , Alexandra rd, 


Swansea 





ADJUDICATIONS. 


AppLeyarp, Wri, Lancaster, Athlethic Outfitter 
Preston Pet April3 Ord Ap ril 3 
Barron, SAMUEL FREDERICK, Sheffield, Plumber Sheffield 
Pet March 17 Ord April 1 
Becxerton, Ropert, 7 me Fruit Merchant Preston 
Pet April3 Ord April 
Biowers, WALTER, Beadtord, Joiner Bradford Pet April 
3 Ord April 3 
Boooock, — Harrison. + me “9 : = Beh Cote 
mt ngston upon et 2 P 
tt Epwanrp, Lowestoft, et Apri 30 Gt Yarmouth 
Pet April4 Ord April 4 
Boutton, Atrrep, Thornton le Dale, Yorks, Joiner Scar- 
Morough Pet April4 Ord A 
Box, Sipxey, Bishop's Pm spacial, Labourer 
Worcester Pet April4 Ord April 
Boyer, Samvet Cuarzes, Leicester, Manufact gous 
Confectioner Leicester Pet ‘April 5 Ord A 
Bripewatsr, Tacsor, Oxford st, Specialist igh Court 
Pet April3 Ord April 3 
Burrows, Joun Heyry, St Martin’s, Stamford Baron, 
orthampton Derby Pet April4 Ord April 4 
CaRRINGTON, JAMES in aes , Painter Leeds 
Pet Apml4 Ord April 4 
Crarke, Joan Henny, and Tuomas Rosenrs, Castle Fields, 
pd Carpenters Shrewsbury Pet April5 Ord 
A 
Gunnin, ALFRED, and ni Pet Ape Oed ak Bedford, 
ngs Bedford Pet Ord April 
Cutuimore, F E, Ashford ee Builder Kingston, 
Surrey Pet March 6 Ord 
Davey, ARruur, ee, Fn Grocer Taunton 
Pet March 20 Ord April 4 
Evxinerox, Watter Cuances, Leeds, Printer Leeds Pet 
April3 Ord April 3 
Evaxs, THomas Panev, Florence Longton, Staffs, School- 
master Stoke w Hoot, Flin Trent Pet April 3 Ord April 3 
Fixpiay, > om ‘lint Bangor Pet April4 Ord 
A 


ensbenn, Marearet McKecuntr, Barrow in Furness, 

Draper Barrow in F Pet April3 Ord April 3 

Gayron, James Epwanp Tuomas, North End, Portsmouth, 

Wine Merchant Portsmouth’ Pet April 4 Ord April 4 

Grirrivas, Taomas, Bury, Lancs, Wheelwright Bolton Pet 

. 4 Ord April 4 c 4 

Groom, Vixcent, Lianrug, Carnarvon, Commission it 

: Pet'Feb 17 Ord April 4 - 

Hayes, Tuomas Heyry, East Sheen, Seeney, Builder 
Wandsworth Pet March 24 Ord April 3 

barn, Solicitor 


Heaty, a= hom, ho, nr 
Blackburn Pet April 3 
Hearta, Kye Lucas, ont Apa Hereford Pet April 
3 
Howatts, ¢ Joun, Aberdare, Glam, Collier Aberdare Tet 
Ord April 4 


Southend on Sea, Slating Contractor 








a= Seas "et Apel . S, ron 





Joxes, WALTER P, Hollo rd High Court Pet Jan 19 
Ord March 3 shins igh 


Kemp, Harry _ ena senaing ew nr Dewsbury, 
Cabinet Maker Dewsbury remy 5 Ord rg t . 


Kieren, Justin Susi, Emseote, Warwick Warwick 
Jan10 Ord A 5 
McIeop, “Ascvs a ae 
Kendal Pet April 3 A 
Manronp, Joux, and Anne Manrorp. ‘ 
Farmers preg = A Pet March 28 Ord 5 
aye Anglesey, Draper Bangor 


Pet A 
Hull, eel Kingston 


Mortey, Joun, Kingston upon 
upon Hull Pet ‘April 5 Or Ord April 
Newe tu. ig = ——_ Tuddenden F ‘oot. nr Halifax, 
Draper Pet April 5 Ord April 5 
our Bown, ‘Staple 1 Hill, Glos, Bootseller Bristol Pet 
Owens, Witu1am, Aberaman, Apatem, Confectioner 
Aberdare Pet April 5 Ord April 5 
Pawtry, Hamitton Epwarp, Loughborough rd, Solicitor 
h Court Pet May 4, 1904 Ord March 31 
Pearson, Henry Witiiam, 8: Neots, ones, 
Dealer Bedford Pet April5 Ord April 5 
Pestirs, Cartes Epwarp, Bridli 
Traveller Scarborough Pet 
Perimay, Soromoys, Cape Town pe Colony, 8 
General Shi Leeds Pet’ Feb 13 Ord Marsh 22 
Pipp, Joun Groner, | | Tea Dealer Salford et 
March3 Ord A: 


» Eowanp Gaveret, 3 at, Fishmonger 
pril 3 
Rawson, Epwiy E.sworrn, oa Merchant Leeds 
Pet Feb 22 Ord March 30 "tag 
REEVEs, — Wolverhampton Wolverhampton Pet 
April5 Ord April 5 
Rorsero, Witt1am Hewyry, Swansea, Haulier Swansea 
= Pet ~ Ord sass . 
wcetnsox, C, King’s ,» Tobacconist King’s L 
Pet March 20 Ord Apri aril & = 
ScuNeIpERMAN, Beapeve, ih Bridport pl, New North rd, Pro- 
vision Dealer High Court Pet March13 Ord April 4 
Sraveuter, Rees James, Gilwern, Brecon, Grocer Trede- 
gar Pet April5 Ord April & 5 
ee a Freperick Wii11am CLaytoy, King’s rd, Camden 
Actor High Court Pet April3 Or April 3 
Tonsen, bai= 9 Caistor, Lincs, Grocer Lincoln Pet 


RanNDAL 


rd April 3 
Wixus, Jonxy Wittiam, Middleton. Hartlepool, 
Dealer Sunderland Pet il 4 Ord April 4 


bei = ee he hill, D Innkeeper Durham 


et March 17 April 3 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane, 


Es 
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THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW. 


UITION for BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNI- 
VERSITY, and other LAW EXAMINATIONS, 
ORALLY (class or individual) or by CORRESPONDENCE. 
Entries can now be received for the following Classes :— 
For the LL.B. (LONDON) INTERMEDIATE AND 
FINAL, commencing the first week in May (Translation of 
De Obligationibus provide). 
‘or the OCTOBER BAR EXAMINATIONS, com- 
mencing the first week in May 
For the NOVEMBER Go LICITORS’ EXAMINA- 
TIONS, commencing the first week in June. 
For particulars of other Classes and further tin 
apnlv to the Szcrerary, 1, Old Serjeants’-inn, 


(sr AND COUNTY OF THE CITY OF 
NOTTINGHAM (to wit).— Notice is Hereby Given 
that the General Quarter Sessions of the Peace for the City 
and County of the City of Nottingham will be held on 
Friday, the 28th day of Apml, 1905, at the Guildhall, 

urton-street, in the said City, at 10.30 o'clock in the fore- 
noon, when and where all persons bound by recognizances 
to appear, or who have any business to transact, at the 
said Sessions, are required to attend. 

Instructions for indictments to be given to the Clerk of 
the Peace not later than the Saturday preceding. 

SAMUEL G. JOHNSON, 


Clerk of the Peace. 
Office of the Cle1k of the Peace, 
Guildhall, Nottingham. 


YOUNG SOLICITOR Required as 

Managin; 
have most newly- -admitted men, and sufficiently versed in 
the work of a general practice to admit of his taking part 
without much supervision ; there are special circumstances 
which, to a young man having some business connections 
of his own, might have an attraction.—Apply to Rrcwarp, 
care of * Solicitors’ Journal ” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


SOLICITOR (35) Re quires Managership or 
WJ Clerkship; aceuste ymed to sct without supervision; 
good all-round experience; moderate selary.— Apply, 
Worker, care of * Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 27, Chan- 
cery-lane, w.c. 


ARTNERSHIP.—A Gentleman in a posi- 

tion to introduce a considerable amount of Capital 

and a valuable Connection, Seeks a Partnership for a 

Young Gentleman in the Office of a Solicitor or Firm with 

a good and growing practice, 27 years of age, smart, intelli- 

=, and hard working —Addres:, Partxeasuir, Box 193, 
Judds, 5, Queen Victor:a-street, E.C. 




















Clerk, possessing more experience than | 


ABTICLED CLERK.—Vacancy occurs in | 


a West-end Auctioneers and Estate Agent’s Office 
for a gentlemanly Youth; premium required, partly re- 


turned as salary — Address, ARTICLES, care of Willings, | 


162, Piccadilly, W. 


OLONEL ROBERT GIBSON, deceased.— 

To Solicitors and others.—The above-named, who was 

a retired Colonel, late of the 89th Regiment of Foot, died at 

sea on 20th June, 1904. —Any person having in his posses- 

sion a Will made by the dece 2ased is requested to Communi- 

cate with Messrs. Lawronp, Warexnovsr, & Lawrokp, 

2, Austin Friars, London, Sol icitors to the Administrator- 
General of Bengal. 


AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
_ payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 








“~3:— 
es. d. 

Abstracts Copied ose -» © 8 per sheet. 

Briefs and Drafts ‘ide «+ 2 8 per 20 folios, 

Deeds Round Hand ..., oo. O 2 per folio. 

Deeds Abstracted os «. 2 O per shee 

Full Copies O 2 per folio. 


PAPER.— —Foolscap, 1d. “per ‘the et; Draft, $d. ditto; | 


Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.U. 
FFICES, New Broad-street, City; three | 





maegs Teens Rooms, first floor, to be Let; rent £200, 
or two of for £140; suit accountant. solicitor, or com- 
pany.—Apply to Mr. J. 5. Ricuagzpsox, Surveyor, 10, New 
Broad-street, E.C. 


| Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS ~ YN ~ DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merioneth. 
For Gentlemen of the Upper 
Glasses only. 
TERMS: From Six Guinzas A WEEK. 


Shooting—Well preserved, over 30,000 acres, 
Fishing - 24 miles, including trout, sewin, and salmon. 


| References— 


Dr. Gro. Savacr, 3, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
square, W. 
Dr. D. Penecen, 34, Cavendish-square, W. 
For Prospectus, &c., apply— 
Or. M. WALKER, J.P., 
Plas-yn-Dinas, Dinas Mawddwy. 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
Yor Terms, &c., apply to 
¥. 8. D. HOGG, M.R.C.S., &c., 
Medicat Superintendent. 
Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmansworrTu. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 
Legal and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

TzLEGRaPuic ADDRESS: “ MIE. DICAL, LEICESTER.” 


HOME for LADIES ADDICTED to INEBRIETY, 


Hillsboro’ House, Upper Clapton. 














Mrs. Bramwett Boorn has a few VACANCIES for 
Voluntary Patients in the above ‘Home.’ Most encouraging 
results.— Particulars as to terms, &c., on application to 
Chief Secretary, 259, Mare Street, Hackney. 





Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering from Inebriety 
and Abuse of Drugs. In a most healthy, picturesque, and 
secluded part of the country, 14 hours from ris -street, 
about 400 feet above sea-level; 10} acres of grounds. 
Heated by hot-water apparatus. "Electric light throughout. 
Healthy employment and recreation. Workshops, Poultry 
Farm, Gardening, Cricket, Tennis, Golf, » Music, 
Billiards, Dark foom for Photc aphy, i Patents may 
enter under the Acts or privately ‘Terms : 13-3 Guineas, 
Electric Light and Heat Baths, ie. _—Apply to 

RESIDENT MEDICAL SUPERINTENDENT Or SECRETARY. 



















A Specific Course of Treatment is 
Administered at 
NORWOOD SANATORIUM. 
Short term. D'stinctive Features. Beau- 
tiful and Secluded House and Grounds. 
Modified Restraint. Kesident Medical 
Superintendent. Illustrated booklet, rms 
and jull particulars of Mr. Stark, Norwood 
Senatorinm, Upper Norwood, 5.E. 
hone, 240 Sydenbam. 
Telegrams, Sorotorium, London. 



















JUDICATURE FORM CASE 


24 Divisions, Prices from 34/- 
Mastrated List Free on application. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Ltd., 


tot & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


(SLEMENTS INN, Strand (overlooking 


aa’ of Law Courts). —To Solicitors, Accountants, 
Surveyors, &c.—Several Suites of magnificent Offices to 
Let, containing from One to Fourteen Rooms.—For Bents 
and further particulars apply Auuert Crunpatt & Co., 
3 and 4, Clement’s-inn, Strand. 


FREEHOLD GROUND-RENT of £550 

per annum, sec’ on best possible class weekly 
property adjoining well-known London hotel, and within 
few yards of a railway station; price for immediate sale 
only 21} years’ purchase, —Genuine buyers write 4, George- 
street (opposite Gower-street Metropolitan Railway: Station), 
or telephone 396, King’s-cross. 


Me: STOCKBRIDGE, Blackburn House, 
South Lambeth-road, London (unadmitted), will 
ake Confidential Inquiries. Divorce, Prepare Briefs, 
and Conduct Special Matters for Solicitors ; Expert Settling 
Costs; reasonable terms ; unexceptionable references. 


BRAND’S 
ESSENCE 


BEEF, 


ALSO OF 


CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL, 
INVALIDS. 


Price Lists of Invalid Preparations free on 
application to 


BRAND & GCO., Ltd.. MAYFAIR, W. 
The Cream of Cocoas. 


EPPS’S 


Contains all the nutriment 


COCOA 


of the Choicest Nibs. 





























The Members of the LEGAL Pl car a 


are respectfully requested ta kindly Recom- 
mend our Firm to Executors and others 


requiring Valuations. 









1 & 2, GRACECHURCH STREET, CORNHILL, E.C., and 17 & 18, PICCADILLY, 
LONDON, W. 
1772. 


ESTABLISHED 











Suit: 
THE 


Mor 


LEC 


Fu! 
YE. 


Miyekeh et HO 





